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Current Topics. 


Lawyer Ministers. 

Tue appctntTMENT of Mr. McKenna to the Admiralty places 
the supreme authority as regards the two Services in the hands of 
members of the bar, while other barristers preside over the 
Government and control India. The most remarkable of recent 
events, however, has been the elevation of Sir H. H. Fow.er 
to a peerage—the first practising solicitor, we imagine, who 
has attained that honour—and of Mr. Luoyp-Georce to the 
high post of Chancellor of the Exchequer. Both have been dis- 
tinguished as exceptionally able administrators, and we hope it 
may be recognized hereafter that the work of a solicitor in large 
practice is an admirable training for the efficient administration 
of a Government office. The qualities of prompt atcention to 
business, organization of subordinates’ work, rapid decision, and 
diplomatic tact in dealing with difficultics are needed for success 
in both kinds of office ; and we fancy we could name the heads of 
several firms of solicitors, both in town and country, who would 
be hardly less efficient in the administration of a department of 
the State than the men above named, 


The Land Transfer Commission, 

Ir appears from the discussion on Mr. Rusinstern’s motion 
at the recent meeting of the I.aw Society that it is not yet known 
whether the scope of inquiry by the Commission to be appointed 
in pursuance of the request of the London County Council is to 
extend to the success or failure of the present system, or is to be 
limited to the mere suggestion of amendments in such system, 
The distinction is vital, snce it is only under the wider ivquiry 
that there is any chance of getting rid of the incubus uuder 
which London landowners are groaning. The limited range of 
inquiry takes fur granted the continuance of the present systein 
with such amendments in detail only as may be suggested. It is 
to be hoped that the Lord Chancellor, who has never shewn any 
partiality for devious methods of procedure, will insist that the 
inquiry shall be an honest, impartial, and straightforward investi- 
gation of the question whether the scheme now in force really 
cheapens and simplifies dealings with land. It cannot be wholly 
impartial if the author and administrator of the scheme is a 
member of the Commission, as is the case in the Scottish inquiry. 
He is a very proper witness to be heard before the Commission, 
but be cannot possibly be a proper person to decide on the merits 





of the system he administers, 


‘a 
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Protracted Trials. 

THe tTrME occupied by the trial of certain cases in the special 
jury list of the King’s Bench Division has of late been remarkable. 
It appears to be impossible to complete a case on the day of the 
commencement of the trial, and a trial lasting two or three 
days is of common occurrence. These dilatory proceedings add 
enormously to the expenses of litigation, for the witnesses, who 
are often summoned from the provinces or from the Continent, 
are detained in London at the cost of the suitors. A protracted 
and expensive trial may for the time increase the gains of the 
leading members of the profession, and occasionally supply copy 
for the newspapers, but it is calculated to strike terror among 
persons of moderate means, who will shrink from referring their 
disputes to the High Court. We have been accustomed to think 
that important cases are dispatched with more celerity in the 
Chancery Division than at Nisi Prius, but there have of late 
been several occasions in which a case before one of the Chancery 
judges has seriously obstructed the ordinary business. Much 
must always depend upon the energy and tact of the presiding 
judge, but we have been led to think that a time limit at trials 
would be a useful addition to our present rules of procedure. 


The Companies Bill. 


Tar NomgRovs Companies Acts which have been accumulating 
since the Act of 1862 have made it very desirable that steps 
should be taken to consolidate them, and a Bill for this purpose 
—the Companies (Consolidation) Bill—has been introduced in the 
House of Lords by Lord Grayarp. The prefatory memorandum 
states that it is intended to reproduce, without alteration, the 
existing statute law relating to companies in the United Kingdom 
now contained in the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1907, and certain 
other amending Acts. Its scope being thus limited to consolida- 
tion, its provisions do not call for special comment. As might be 
expected, it is a lengthy measure consisting of 296 clauses, and 
there are twenty-seven statutes which it will repeal either wholly 
or partially. The most important provisions of the Acts of 1900 
and 1907—those relating to prospectuses, to the registration of 
mortgages and charges, and to audit—are placed in Part IIL., 
which deals with management and administration. The same part 
also contains the provisions of the Directors’ Liability Act, 1890, 
and the definition of private company contained in the Companies 
Act, 1907. The final clause provides that the Act shall come into 
operation on the Ist of July, 1908. If the Bill can be passed in 
time, it will thus commence at the date fixed for the commence- 
ment of the Act of last year. 


The Court of Criminal Appeal. 


Ir 1s understood that the arrangements for the sittings of 
this court have been practically completed, and the Law 
Society are already advertising for solicitors willing to act on 
behalf of appellants. But we do not hear what arrange- 
ments have been made for providing shorthand writers ut all 
trials—that is, whether a central staff of these reporters is to 
be constituted to supply reporters throughout London and the 
country, or whether trials at assizes and quarter sessions are to 
be left to the shorthand writers of each circuit, or to local news- 
paper reporters. Under the recent rules, the appointment of 
shorthand writers is vested, not in the judge at the trial, but in 
the Lord Chancellor and the Lord Chief Justice. A letter from 
Mr. H. D. Greene, K.C., in the Times, points out the difficulties 
which may arise from this provision :—-‘*‘ What,” he asks, “ is a 
judge to do if the shorthand writer is absent or unpunctual, is 
fatigued, or is taken ill, or goes to sleep, or neglects his work ? 
Can two courts sit at assizes and quarter sessions if there is only 
one shorthand writer? Is he one and indivisible, or must business 
be delayed? Are any rules or instructions to be furnished on 
such points for the information of officials, practitioners, and 
prisoners? The Criminal Appeal Act provides ‘that shorthand 
notes shall be taken,’ and the notes are the material on which the 
Court of Appeal is to work. Will it be a ‘ mistrial’ if a court 
proceeds without someone is taking notes? or is the prisoner 
to be deprived of his appeal materiul without redress in such 
case?” No provision is made for the control of the shorthand 
writer by the judge at the trial, or for his seat in the court; he 
is not required to be sworn faithfully to take down the pro- 





ceedings, but only to certify that his note is “a complete 


correct shorthand note.” We imagine there is no point in whieh 
the new system of criminal appeal is more likely to break dow, 
than in the provision of competent shorthand writers in every) 
criminal court. z 








Reconstruction of Companies. 3 

WE recent Ly referred (ante, p. 364) to the startling decision | 
of the Court of Appeal in Bisgood v. Henderson’s Transvaal Estates 
(Limited) (reported ante, p. 412). This has been followed bya” 
decision of hardly less interest to the company world in Thomsog™ 
v. Henderson's Transvaal Estates (Limited), decided by Mr® 
Justice Eve on the 10th of April, and affirmed by the Court of 
Appeal on the following day. It will be remembered that in the” 
former case the Court of Appeal decided that a reconstruction” 
scheme, which has been in common use for many years, was ultng | 
vires and invalid. In this, as in other cases, the 1eorganization 
scheme was carried through by means of a resolution to wind) 
up the company voluntarily. : 















Immediately after the decision 
of the Court of Appeal in Bisgood vy. Henderson’s Transvaal” 
Estates, the company, availing themselves of the original) 
resolution to wind up the company, brought forward 
another scheme which was free from the objections which” 
made the first scheme invalid. It was now said that this second” 
scheme was invalid because it was founded on a resolution to” 
wind up which was itself invalid. It was argued that if a” 
resolution is passed to wind up for a particular purpose, and that 
purpose fails, then the resolution fails too. In the present case 
the resolution was passed for the purpose of carrying into effect 
the reconstruction scheme which the Court of Appeal held to be” 
invalid, and the question was whether the resolution to wind up_ 
and the resolution approving the scheme were so inseparably 
connected that they must stand of fall together. The point is 
treated as as open question in Buckley on Companies (sth ed.), 
363, and Lindley on Companies (5th ed.), 894, and the only 
authority on the point was a dictum of Lord Justice TueneRr in” 
Re The Imperial Bank of China (L. R. 1 Ch. 339). Under these” 
circumstances the question came before Mr. Justice Eve, who 
decided that the resolution to wind up was valid, and this ruling” 
the Court of Appeal, including Lord Justice Bucky, unanimously & 
affirmed. The decision seems hardly logical, but, in view of the. 
unanimity of the judges, it would require some hardihood to 
question its soundness in law. Moreover, bad logic sometimes 
makes good law, and perhaps the decision in question is am 
illustration of the principle. 






























Notice by Telephone of Dishonour of Bill of 
Exchange. 
In a case tried a few days ago in the City of London Court, ia 
which the action was on a bill of exchange, the defendant took” 
the objection that the plaintiffs, a joint stock company, were not 
entitled to recover since the notice of dishonour was not givan in 
reasonable time, having been given five days after the dishonour of 
the bill. The plaintiffs, in reply, called one of their directors, 
who stated that he gave notice to the defendant on the telephone 
two days after the dishonour of the bill. The judge decided im 
favour of the defendant on the question of fact, but observed that 
this was the first time that he had ever heard of notice of dig 
honour of a bill of exchange being given by telephone. Upon 
reference to the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, s. 49, sub-section 5, 
we find that notice of dishonour may be given in writing oi 
personal communication, and may be given in any terms whieh 
sufficiently identify the bill and intimate that the bill has” 
been dishonoured by non-acceptance or non-payment. Cam” 
the notice required by this sub-section be sent by tele 
phone? Must the holder of the bill, or his agent, who” 
proposes to give an oral notice of dishonour, come imi” 
the actual presence of the drawer or indorser? The question” 
depends upon the construction to be put upon the words” 
“personal communication,” and we think that at the presemi 
day most men of business, after a conyersution through te 
telephone, would say that they had been in personal comms, 
nication with the person who answered their inquiries. 2 
must, however, be remembered that in 1882 communication! 
telephone was so rare that it cannot be supposed to have been # 
the contemplation of those who drafted the Bills of Exchange 
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Act, and that a conversation between two persons who meet face 
to face is, after all, something much easier to prove than a 
conversation through the telephone. We are disposed to think 
that there is no implied prohibition of a notice of dishonour by 
telephone, but it would in every case be important to note down 
the terms of the message and the reply. The holders of 
pills in these circumstances will probably think it safer to send 












a out a written notice of dishonour, and take every precaution to 
s bya have it brought to the knowledge of the person to whom it is 
"homail addressed. 
by Mr, The New Draft Rule as to the Long Vacation. 
ourt @ Rute 5 of the draft Rules of the Supreme Court (March), 
t in the 1908, provides that: “The sittings of the several offices of the 
roc reme Court shall extend over the whole of the four periods 
ns wllag between the vacations and shall include, in addition, the last seven 
ZAR HE days of the Long Vacation.” This rule is published. under the 
~s wind Rules Publication Act, 1893, which provides that within forty days 
lecisiog from the publication of proposed rules any public body may make 
ansvaal “any representations or suggestions,” We do not lay claim 
original HF ) be a public body within the meaning of the statute above 
forward named, but we happen to be troubled with a desire to make 
which a representation with respect to the above rule. The words 
second which we have italicized above clearly shew that the Long Vacation 
tion t0 @ is to be shortened by one week as regards the offices of the 
at ifs Supreme Court, but is not to be shortened as regards the sittings 
ud that of the courts. The doubt which troubles us is whether the Rule 
nt case Hf Committee has uny power to shorten the Long Vacation either for 
> effect the offices or the courts. The powers in this respect are contained 
d to be in the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 27, and the Judicature Act, 1875, 
rind a s. 17, and as the point involved is of some importance, we quote 
parably BH those two sections so far as they apply. The Judicature Act, 1873, 
a is 8. 27, provides that— 
rh oa Her Majesty in Council may from time to time, upon any report or 
- only recommendation of the council of judges of the Supreme Court herginafter 
NER i mentioned, with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, make, revoke, or 
r these modify orders regulating the vacations to be observed by the High 
ge, whe Court and the Court of Appeal, and in the offices of the said courts 
ruling sg compe . and any Order in Council made pursuant to this section shall, 
so long as it continues in force, be of the same effect as if it were contained 
mously in this Act; and rules of court may be made for carrying the same into 
of the effect in the same manner as if such Order in Council were part of this 
ood to Act. 
netimes # And the Judicature Act, 1875, s. 17, provides that— 
se Her Majesty may at any time after the ing and before the 
commencement of this Act, by Order in Council made upon the recom- 
mendation of the Lord Chancellor, and the Lord Chief Justice of England, 
the Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pieas, 
the Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer, and the Lords Justices of Appeal 
yurt, in in Chancery, or any five of them, and the other judges of the several 
nt took courts intended to be united and consolidated by the principal Act as 
amended by this Act, or of a majority of such other judges, make any 
ere not further or additional rules of court for carrying the principal Act and this 
(von i Act into effect, and in particular for all or any of the following matters, 
nour of so far as they are not provided for by the rules in the first schedule to this 
ectors, Act; that isto say: (1.) For regulating the sittings of the High Court 
hous and of any divisional or other courts thereof, and of the judges of the 
- re High Court sitting in chambers; and, &c. 
2d that Is the Draft Rule Valid ? 
of dis- Tae Long Vacation, as it at present exists, was fixed by Order 
Upon in Council dated the lst of March, 1907, and we cannot call to 
tion 5, mind a single instance of an alteration of vacations, or sittings, or 
or b assizes which was not made by Order in Council. Has the Rule 
whi Committee authority by rule of court to amend or vary the Order 
ill has in Council of the 1st of March, 1907? We do not like to suggest 
, Cam that the Rule Committee has been doing what it has no power to 
tele do, but we cannot find any authority investing them with power 
who toalter the vacations or sittings, either as to the offices of the 
e inte Supreme Court or the sittings of the courts, except in the two 
1estioa sections we have quoted, and they confer this power solely on the 
words King by Order in Council. There is a great difference 
resent between these two processes. His Majesty in Council, for 
sh the example, might want an explanation of the vicarious act of 
mn ma virtue on the part of the judges in curtailing the Long Vacation 
28. It &s applied to the offices, and not curtailing it as applied to the 
ion aittings of the court. He might point out that in section 27 of 
een the Judicature Act, 1873, ‘‘ the High Court, the High Court of 





and the offices of the said courts respectively ” are all 











joined together as one complete body in relation to any alteration 
of the vacations. And his Majesty in Council might even decide 
that it would be more symmetrical and convenient to treat the 
courts and offices as one and indivisible in this connection, and 
that in the matter of those periods set apart for rest and recuper- 
ation (commonly called vacations) the judges, masters and clerks 
should all be tarred with the same brush. 


- 


Appointment of New Trustees under Lord 
Cranworth's Act, 

Ir 1s Nor perhaps always realized that the power of appointing 
new trustees, given by section 27 of Lord Cranworth’s Act 
(23 & 24 Vict. c. 145) is still operative in the case of settlements 
and wills dated, or taking effect, prior to the Ist of January, 1882 ; 
but this is the effect of the decision of Jorce, J., in Re Boucherett 
(1908, 1 Ch. 180). In terms that section was repealed by the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, which substituted, by section 31, a new 
statutory power—now section 10 of the Trustee Act, 1893—but 
the repeal is qualified by section 71 of the Conveyancing Act, 
which provides that “the repeal by this Act of any enactment 
shall not affect the validity or invalidity or any operation, effect, 
or consequence, of any instrument executed or made . . . 
before the commencement of this Act.” It was held by Norra, 
J., in Re Solomon and Meagher’s Contract (40 Ch. D. 508) that 
this saving clause had the effect of keeping alive for the purpose 
of a mortgage executed in 1879 the power of sale conferred by 
Lord Cranworth’s Act, so that an equitable mortgagee could 
convey the legal estate, though he could not have done so under 
the Conveyancing Act, had the power of sale thereunder applied. 
Prior to the Ist of January, 1882, the mortgage conferred on the 
mortgagee the earlier statutory power of sale, and its operation in 
this respect was not prejudiced by the Conveyancing Act. 
Similarly, where trusts were created by the will of a testator who 
died before the Ist of January, 1882, the will, by virtue of Lord 
Cranworth’s Act, conferred a power to appoint new trustees, 
and that power was not prejudiced by the repeal of Lord Cran- 
worth’s Act. Joycr, J., in thus applying the principle of Re 
Solomon and Meagher’s Contract (supra) to an appointment of 
new trustees appears to have considered that the earlier statutory 
power must have been incorporated expressly or impliedly in the 
will; and he held that the insertion of an express power to 
increase or reduce the number of trustees indicated an intention to 
incorporate the statutory power. But the reason for this requirement 
is not clear. The statutory power under Lord Cranworth’s Act 
applied to the will before the 1st of January, 1882, and if the above 
construction of section 71 is correct, it applies after that date, 
whether specially incorporated or not. The decision in Re 
Solomon and Meagher’s Contract went upon no such ground, but 
simply on the circumstance that the statutory power already 
existing was not prejudiced by the repeal effected by the 
Conveyancing Act. It would seem, then, that, whether the will 
or settlement specially incorporated Lord Cranworth’s Act or not, 
the ‘statutory power under that Act is still exerciseable; and 
since the Trustee Act, 1893, applies to all instruments of what- 
ever date, the power under that Act is also exerciseable. In this 
respect the case differs from that of the mortgagee’s power of 
sale in Re Solomon and Meagher’s Contract (supra); for the 
power of sale conferred by the Conveyancing Act only applies to 
subsequent mortgages, and, had the earlier statutory power of 
sale not been kept alive, there would have been no statutory 
power applicable to mortgages dated before 1882. The effect is 
that, as regards mortgages so dated, the mortgagee can rely 
only on the power of sale in Lord Cranworth’s Act; as 
regards appointing new trustees, reliance can be placed either on 
that Act or on the Trustee Act, 1893. In general, it is more 
convenient to appoint under the latter Act; but in the case of an 
appointment by the personal representatives of a deceased trustee 
the earlier Act may be more beneficial, since it authorizes an 
appointment by the ‘acting executor,’ and hence an executor 
who has proved the will can appoint, although there are other 
executors who have neither proved nor renounced. ‘This was the 
case in Re Boucherett (supra). Under the Trustee Act, 1893, the 
appointment must be by. “ the representatives,” which 


includes all the executors, whether they have proved or nob, . 
except such as have renounced, 
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Leave to Suppress the Names of Witnesses, 

In AN action recently tried before Bucknitt, J., in the 
Divorce Division, a maid-servant was called to give evidence of 
adultery, and the counsel by whom she was called asked for leave 
to refer to her as A. B, so as not to expose her to public 
ignominy by mentioning her name in open court. He added that 
great injury and wrong would be done to her if her name were 
divulged. The learned judge, having ascertained by inquiry that 
the witness had since the matter in question been leading a 
respectable life, granted the application, observing that there were 
cases in which leave to suppress the name of the witness ought 
not to be given. Other instances have recently occurred in which 
judges at Nisi Prius and in the criminal courts have taken a 
similar course, so that it may be taken that it is no longer an 
inflexible rule that a witness should commence his evidence by 
giving his full name. The extraordinary publicity which is given 
by the daily papers to all legal proceedings affecting the character 
of the parties has probably weighed with the judges in 
allowing this departure from a practice which has prevailed for 
centuries. An oral report of a trial, and of the names and 
description of witnesses who gave evidence affecting their 
character, is liable, sooner or later, to be forgotten, but the printed 
columns of a newspaper may often be preserved and brought 
forward years afterwards to assail the reputations of unfortunate 
persons who have done their best to recover their position in the 
world. A trial with closed doors, which is sanctioned by the 
practice of foreign courts, is not viewed with favour by English 
jurists, and in the absence of such a restriction on publicity, we 
are thankful for a ruling from the bench which, so far as we 
can see, is calculated to promote, rather than to obstruct, the 
administration of justice. 


No. 1, Brick-court. 


THE DEMOLITION of the chambers known as 1, Brick-court, 
Temple, will be regretted by a number of barristers who have for 
many years passed the building on their entry into, and return 
from, the Temple. The different floors in 1, Brick-court have 
from time to time been occupied by many eminent members of 
the bar, but the fabric of the premises is of no great antiquity, as 
there is reason to believe that this part of Brick-court was 
destroyed by fire in the conflagration described in Luttrell’s 
diary and in the autobiography of Roger North. References 
to the names of many blocks of chambers in the Temple are to be 
found in the works of well-known authors, but the different floors 
have in many cases been rebuilt or have suffered in other ways by 
the accidents of time. Paper Buildings, described by Dickens 
in Barnaby Rudge, and by TsHackeray as “ Parchment Build- 
ings” in his Adventures of Philip, were almost totally destroyed 
by fire in 1838. 








Appeals from the Findings on the 
Trial of Issues. 


In a previous issue we dealt with some difficulties in connection 
with appeals from the decision of a referee or master where actions 
are ordered to be tried by them under the Arbitration Act or 
under ord. 14, r. 7. We now propose to refer to cases where, 
instead of the whole cause or matter being referred, some 
particular issue or question arising in it has to be separately 
determined. 

The rules provide three modes for tke trial of issues: (1) by a 
judge with or without a jury (ord. 36 rr. 2-9); (2) by a com- 
missioner (ord. 36,r. 44); (3) without pleadings (ord. 34, rr. 9-12). 
The Arbitration Act provides one other mode, for by section 14 
* the court or judge may order any question or issue of fact arising 
in a cause or matter to be tried before a special referee 
or arbitrator respectively agreed on by the parties or before an 
official referee or officer of the court.’”’ We propose to limit our 


remarks to doubts and difficulties which exist whcn this last 
mentioned mode of trial is resorted to. 

After the trial of an issue by an official referee or master ,(who 
is included in the term ‘‘cfficer of the court”’), some further step 
is necessary to bring the action to its completion by embodiment 





Apt 


in the findings in an order or judgment. Where the issue arigg 


before judgment’ in the action a means of procuring this Glasbro« 
afforded by ord. 40, r. 7, which provides that a notice of motion (7T. L. 
judgment on the findings may be set down by the plaintiff referees 
soon as the issue or question is determined, or, failing his doing® the wt 
so within ten days, by the defendant. In the meantime, till sy oe "d 


embodied in a judgment, their effect is defined by section 15 (Qy Sect 
of the Arbitration Act, which makes “ the report or award of any gm the fac 












such official or special referee or arbitrator on any such referengg | aside 4 
equivalent to the verdict of a jury unless set aside by the court the Jud: 
or judge.” ‘This sub-section is by no means free from difficulties, : oom 
It has been held to apply to references under section 14 of the jurisdict 
Arbitration Act, including those we are considering (Cooke 97 Se by 


Newcastle §c., Water Co., 1882, 10 Q. B. D. 332), although 
words ‘‘report or award ” are far from bei: g the most apt wordg” 
to describe the “findings” of a referee on the trial of an actiog” 
or issue. On the other hand, it has been held not to apply ta 
references under section 13 (1) of the Act for “ inquiry or report” 
since they are provided for by section 13 (2): Darlingtog” 
Wagon Co. vy. Harding (1891, 1 Q. B. 245). Again, a refereg 


the moti 
for reso 
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to whom the whole action is referred for trial does not make a } , ; 
‘* report or award,” but directs a judgment. So fer, therefore, ag = ¢ 
the trial of actions are concerned, the sub-section is practically oe D 
meaningless, and it seems to require amendment by the substitue *: ag 
tion of the word “ findings” for “report or award,” so as te sed vi 
mike it more in accordance with present-day practice. _ : fd a 
It is the duty of the referee or master who tries the issue “ tg) det as 
put his findings into the same state as a jury had to do when they oe 
found a special verdict ; the judgment, however, is to be giver a bs 
by the court”: Mill-r v. Pilling (1882, 9 Q. B. D., p. 738, per sad 
Brett, L.J.). These findings are, by section 15 (2), as already 1 .. 
stated, made “‘ equivalent to the verdict of a jury.” But this the Div 
expression does not mean that every detail of procedure is the vat 
same as that applying to such a verdict. It apparently only eth 
means that the findings may be set aside on the same grounds ‘le 
though not by the same tribunal, as a verdict, and that they fndin 4 
must be embodied in an order or judgment of the court like mm 
a verdict: Dyke v. Canneil (1883, 11 Q. B. D. 180), Glasbrook or : 
v. Owen (1890, 7 T. L. R. 62), Darlington Wagon Co. v. Harding” i. b 
(1891, 60 L. J. Q. B., at p. 111). Then the sub-section goes om a hae 
to say that the findings are equivalent to the verdict of a jury This is | 
“until set aside by the court or a judge.” Now R. 8. C., ord. 54 Tae a a 
r. 12a, made under section 21 of the Arbitration Act, gives # is Dat 
Master of the Supreme Court “all the jurisdiction and power Two + 
conferred upon the court or a judge by the Arbitration Act,” and ond. 40,1 
therefore, in effect, gives him power to deal with any application el estde 
under the Act except such as are made under section 11, by ied. § 
which the court has power to remove an arbitrator or umpire for ee 1 
misconduct, and to set aside an award where there has been such lon on 
misconduct or the arbitration or award has been improperly pro Seed 
cured. Where, therefore, a referee or master has tiied an issue, it# arr a 
possible for an application to be made to another master to se lees 
the findings aside—a result which can hardly have been com will be 
templated by the framers of the Act. It is very probable that s present < 
master would decline to exercise his jurisdiction if such am Sake os 
application ever were made to him. Nor is a judge in chambem 
likely to entertain it. But there is no reason why it should net 
be made to a judge sitting in open court, and inasmuch as motions 
for judgment under ord. 40, r. 7, are so made, this course, if 
adopted, would have the obvious convenience that a motion for 
judgment and an application which the opposite party might desire 
to make to have the findings set aside could be heard at the sam® § Ryrgepy: 
time by the same tribunal. : AND 
There is, however, a certain amount of authority against the Picaot 
power of one judge to set aside the findings. In Cooke v. Naw. Edition 
castle, §c., Water Co. (supra) Hawkins, J., decided that he did The firs 
not possess this power, but that in the King’s Bench Division res#® 9 seco 
must be had to the Divisional Court. This decision was founde®, subje 
on section 11 of the Judicature Act, 1873 (in which jurisdict oe 
was given to “the court” to set aside the report of a refere a 


and on the then ord. 39, r. 1, under which applica 
to set aside the verdict of a jury were made t 
Divisional Court. In so far as Hawx1ns, J., based his deci 
on the expression “the court,” it is contrary to the opiiiay 
of Kay, L.J., in Re B. (1892, 1 Ch., p. 463). Theme 
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Glasbrook v. Owen (supra), followel in Gower vy. Tobitt 


(1T. L. R. 182), it was held that appeals from reports of official 


referees are not affected by the Judicature Act, 1890, but go to 
the Divisional Court.as before the Act. But in both these cases 
the whole action was referred to the referee, and judgment 
directed to be entered by him, and, therefore, th -y only establish 
the fact that the provision in ord. 40, r. 6, as to applications to set 
gside a judgment of a referee, still holds good notwithstanding 
the Judicature Act, 1890. 

Tnere exists, therefore, no conclusive authority against the 
jurisdiction of a single judge in the King’s Bench Division 
to set aside the referee’s fiudings on an issue directed to be 
tried by him, and asir section 15 (2) of the Arbitration Act, the 
expression “ court or a judge” is now used, it would seem that 
the judge undoubtedly has such jurisdiction if he chooses to exer- 
cise it. Further, the exercise of that power by the judge who hears 
the motion for judgment upon the fiodings obvia‘es the necessity 
for resort being had to two tribunals instead of one. It is 
submitted that on an application to set aside the findings the 
judge would have the powers given by ord. 36, r. 52. It has been 
decided that the Divisional Court may exercise them on an 
application under ord. 40, r. 6 (Clark v. Sonnenschein, 1890, 25 
Q. B. D. 464, C. A.; Wynne Finch v. Chaytor, 1903, 2 Ch. 475), 
and in Dyke v. Cannell (supra) it was held that resort could be 
bad to the similar old rule on a motion for judgment on the 
findings by the plaintiff under ord. 40, r. 7, and a motion by the 
defendant to set them aside being heard together by a Divisional 
Court. There seems nothing in the rules to restrict the power 
being also exercised in the King’s Bench Division by a single 
judge, as it may undoubtedly be in the Caancery Division. 
Doubt might be avoided by always moving for judgment before 
the Divisional Court under ord. 40, r. 7, but this course is at 
variance with the established practice. 

Further difficulties which have to be met are caused by the 
absence of any rules as to the time for appealing to set aside the 
findings. As we have seen, the motion for judgment upon them 
may be set down by the plaintiff as soon as the issues are deter- 
mined, and if he fails to set it down within ten days it may be s t 
down by the defendant. But no rule is to be found limiting the 
time for setting down the application to set aside the findings 
This is the more odd, inasmuch as the time for moving to set 
aside a referee’s report, made under section 13 (1) of the Arbitra- 
tion Act, is provided for by ord. 36, rr. 54, 55. 

Two ways of remedying this omission appear open. LKither 
ord. 40, r. 7, should be amended so as to make it apply to a motion to 
set aside the findings as well as a motion for judgment upon them, 
or ord. 36, rr. 54 and 55, should include the trials of issucs under 
section 14 of the Arbitration Act as well as references for report 
under section 13 (1). Either course, if adopted, would go far to 
remedy the present unsatisfactory state of the rules. Is it too 
much to hope that the whole subject of appeals from referees or 
masters where either actions or issues in actions have been tried 
will be, ere long, considered by the Rule Committee, and the 
present defects and omissions remedied? ‘Tere can be but little 
doubt as to the necessity for this being done. 





Reviews. 


Exterritoriality. 


EXTeRRITORIALITY: THe LAW RELATING TO CONSULAR JU@ISDICTION 
AND TO RESIDENCE IN ORIENTAL CounTRIEs. By Sir Franc.s 
Piccott, M.A., LL.M., Coief Justice of Hong Kong. New 
Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Butterworth & Co. 


The first edition of this book appeared fifteen years ago, and this 
{the second) is practically a new book. The title aptly describes 
the subject-matter and scope of the work itself, inasmuch as only a 
portion of the whole subject of exterritoriality is dealt with—viz., 

at relating to consular jurisdiction exercised in countries where the 
King’s foreign jurisdiction is exercised by virtue of treaties with 
avilized or semi-civilized powers. Another large portion of the 
tubject of exterritoriality, technically belonging as much to the 
Foreign Jurisdiction Acts as does the consular jurisdiction, is only 

to incidentally by the author. This is the subject of 
torates, which is rapidly develoying into @ separate branch of 








It is curiously illustrative of our methods of legal and political 
development, with respect to British interests ond the seas, that 
the authority exercised by British officials in King’s name in 
places like Uganda and Nyassaland should, in th » have the same 
foundation as the authority exercised in China and Persia, and —until 
recen'ly—in Japan. Sir Francis Piggott, however, while making clear 
tbe rapidly growing distiaction ween the foreiga jurisdiction 
exerci-ed by virtue of a treaty, and the foreign jurisiiction exercised 
practically almost on sufferance at first, es himself as much ss 
— to the f. r.ner branch of the subject, and treats of the juris- 

iction exercised over British subjects and others who are, strivtly 
speaking, ‘‘ exterritorial,” in the sense of being within and yet without 

e territory actually inhabited by them. 

The word “exterritorial’’ is deliberately adopted rather than 
‘‘extra-territorial.” Notwithstanding the possibility of shewing 
that at one time the two words were used indiscriminately to signify 
the same thing, we think Sir Francis Piggott is right in distinguishing 


the two terms, if only on the ground of convenience. ‘ Exterritorial’’ 
refers to the position of a person who is outside the | and po’itical 
system of the country in which he is living for the time being; 


“‘ extra-territorial” refers to the effect of | rules and commands 
which are made in one country, and operate beyond the territorial 
limits of that country. 

Sta: ting with a lucid exposition of the general theory of exterri- 
toriality, the present book deals in detail with the various com- 
plica' and difficult questions presented by the artificial system 
set up by the Foreign J ariedictlon Acts. The concluding chapter 
refers to the abandonment of the wom Se foreign jurisdiction in Japan 
ander the treaty of 1894. An contains the text of various 
treaties and conventions by which exterritorial privileges have been 
granted to British subjects. The volume is uniform with the author's 
recent book on Nationality, and is written in the same interesting 
style. As indicating the difficult and important questions that may 
be raised under the Foreign Jurisdiction Act, 1890, reference may be 
made to the case of Secretary of State v. Charlesworth (1901, A.C 373), 
where the Privy Council were called upon to decide whether land in 
Wombasa (in the Sultan of Zanzibar's territories) owned by a British 
subject, and compulsorily acquired by the British Government under 
legislation applying to Zanzibar, was subject to English law or 
Mahomedan law. 





Books of the Week. 
A Dictionary of Licensing Law. By the late J. GraysTon, 
Solicitor, and W. J. Woops. The Premier Publishing Co. (Limited). 


The American Law Review. March-April, 1908. Editor; CHARLES 
E. GRINNELL. Reeves & Turner. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


REINDEER STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) v. FORSLIND & 80N. No. 1. 
7th April, 


Surp—COnarrer-Party —Hire or Sarp—Payment or Last Hatr-monta’s 
Hire. 


By a charter-party the defendants hired the plaintiffs’ vessel for six months at 
a certain rate per month, or for py Senet of a month, the here to continue from the 
time specified for terminating the charter until her redelivery to the plaintiffs, the 
payment of the hire to be made half-monthly in advance, except for the last half- 
month, which time was to be estimated and paid in advance up to such time as the 
vessel was expected to be redelivered, and the defendants were to have the option of 
continuing the charter for two further periods of siz months. During the last 
half-month of the first six months the defendants redelivered the vessel to the 
plaintiffs, and claimed to pay only the proportionate part of the last half mon:h's 
hire up to the time of her redelivery. 

Held, that the plaintiffs were entitled to the whole of the last half-month’s hire, 


Appeal by the plaiutiffs from Bigham, J. By a charter-party the 
defendants agreed to hire from the plaintiffs the steamship Reindser for six 
calendar months commencing from the day she was placed at their disposal, 
the defendants to pay for the hire of the steamship at the rate of £675 per 
calendar month, commencing on and from the day of her delivery, and at 
and after the same rate for any part of a month, the hire to continue from 


the time specified for terminating the charter until her redeli to tke 
plaintiffs at a purt in the United Kingdom ; the nt of to be 
made as follows: Hulf-monthly in advance in Lo except for the last 


half-month, which time to be estimated and paid ia advance up to such 
charterers 


time as steamer is expected to be redelivered ; the to have the 
option of continuing the charter for two further periods of six calendar 
months on giving written notice thereof to the twenty-one _ 
previous to the expiration of the first or any other ———— time. Tne 
Reindeer was placed at the disposal of the defendants on the 25th of May, 
1907, and, baving arrived ata home port in the f November, t 

defendants redelivered her to the plaintiffs on the 14th of November —that 
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is, during the last half-month of the first six months, and claimed that 
they were only liable for the proportionate part of the last half-month’s 
hire up to the 14th of November. The plaintiffs refused to accept 
redelivery until the six months had expired, and claimed the whole of 
the last half-month’s hire. Bigham, J., held that the defendants’ 
contention was right, and gave judgment for them. 

Tue Covet (Gorett Barnes, P., and Farwett and Kennepy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal, holding that it was clear upon the terms of the charter- 
party, which was for six calendar months at the least, that the hire for the 

ast half-month of the first six months ought not to be calculated with 
reference to the time at which the vessel could be redelivered, the 
defendants being liable for the whole of that half-month’s hire.—Cotnse1, 
J. A. Hamilton, K.C., and W. Norman Raeburn ; Serutton, K.C., and Bail- 
hache, K.C. Sovicrrors, William A. Crump § Son, for Turnbull § Tilly, 
West Hartlepool; Downing, Handcecck, Middleton, § Lewis, for Bolam, 
Middleton, ¢ Co., West Hartlepool. 


[Reported by W. F. Baray, Barrister-at-Law.] 
“THE ROANOKE.” No.1. April 6th. 


Sare—Cotiiston—Crossinc Vessers—Vesset Picxtnc Up Prror—Dvrty to 
Keep Course anp Sprep—Recvuiations ror Preventinc CoLiisions AT 
Sea, 1897, Articies 19, 21. 


Where two steam vessels are crossing each other within the meaning of arlic’e 
19 of the Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1897, and the vessel, 
whose ordinary duty it would be to ke*p her course and speed as required by article 
21, is to the knowledge of the other vessel maneuvring to pick up a pilot from a 
small boat which is approaching her, she does not commit a breach of article 21 
by reducing her speed so as to pick up the pilot. 


Appeal from the judgment of Bucknill, J., in an action of damage by 
collision. The plaintiffs were the owners of the steamship Windsor, and 
the defendants were the owners of the steamship Roanoke. On the 3rd of 
October, 1907, the two vessels were bound up the English Channel for 
Rotterdam, and were a few miles to the east of Dungeness Point. The 
Windsor had gone into Dungeness Bay to look for a pilot, and was 
coming out of the bay on a course 8.E. or E.S.E., heading towards 
a Rotterdam pilot schooner. Zhe Roanoke was to the southward of The 
Windsor, also steaming towards the pilot schooner. The Windsor thus 
had The Roanoke on her starboard bow. The time was evening, and The 
Roanoke had two lights exhibited for a pilot. The east bay of Dungeness 
was a place where pilot boats lay in readiness to put off pilots on board 
ships. A small boat with a pilot in her was seen by The Roanoke to put off 
from the pilot schooner and to row towards The Roanoke, Thereupon, 
at a distance of three-quarters of a mile, the engines of Zhe Roanoke were 
put to half-speed, and three minutes later were stopped for the purpose 
of picking up of the pilot, until it was seen that The Windsor was going 
to pass ahead of her, when her engines were put full speed astern, but a 
collision occurred. Bucknill, J., found both vessels to blame, Zhe Roanoke 
because she did not keep her speed as required by article 21 of the 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1897, The Windsor being by 
article 19 bound to keep out of her way. The owners of The Roanoke 
appealed. Article 19: ‘* When two steam vessels are crossing so as to 
involve risk of collision, the vessel which has the other on her own starboard 
side shall keep out of the way of the other.”” Article 21: ‘* Where by 
any of these rules one of two vessels is to keep out of the way, the other 
shall keep her course and speed.”’ 


Tur Cover (Lord Atverstoyr, C.J., and Faxwert and Kennepy, L.JJ.) 
having taken time to consider, allowed the appeal. 

Lord _Atverstone, C.J., said that it was not disputed that if The 
Roanoke’s speed had not been reduced she would have passed ahead of The 
Windsor, ‘Lhe effect of Bucknill, J.’s, decision amounted to a ruling that. 
it two vessels were approaching so as to involve risk of collision, though 
it was known to both of them that the one whose duty it was to keep her 
course and speed was about to pick up a pilot, and was mavcuvring for 
that purpose, and though the vessel whoss duty it was to keep out of 
the way ought to have seen exactly what was being done, the vessel 
which had reduced her speed in order to take the pilot on board must 
nevertheless be held to blame under article 21, the defence that the s 
was altered and decreased for the purpose of taking up a pilot not being 
available to her as a matter of law. With very great deference, he was unable 
to agree that that was a true view of the law. Dropping and picking up 
pilots were operations which regularly occurred at known and recognized 
places, and which must be undertaken by vessels in the ordinary course of 
their navigation. The east bay of Dungeness was suchaplace. The Windsor 
had gone into the bay expecting to find a Rotterdam pilot. Not having 
found one, she steamed out on a course of S.E. or E.S. E. heading towards the 
same pilot boat to which The Roanoke was also heading. She ought to have 
seen, and she would have seen if she had had a proper look out, that The 
Roanoke was signalling for a pilot, that she was approaching the pilot 
schooner, that a small boat had put off from the schooner, and that in the 
ordinary course The Roanoke must reduce her speed in order to take the 

ilot on board. To hold that a vessel was not entitled to reduce her speed 
in order to take a pilot on board when the manceuvring for that purpose was 
perfectly visible to the vessel whose duty it was to keep out of the way would 
impose a dangerous and serious risk upon veseels navigating in the ordinary 
course. In his judgment ‘course and speed ”’ in article 21 meant course 
and speed in following the nautical mancuvre in which to the knowledge 
of the other vessel the vessel was at the time engaged. Further, 
the conduct of The Roanoke might, if necessary, be justified under articles 
27 and 29. She could not properly have continued her course at full speed 
without endangering the small boat, if not the pilot schooner. In his 
opinion The Roanoke was not to blame. 





Farwe.t and Kennepy, L.JJ., concurred.—Counsen, Laing, K.C., ang 


Adair Roche ; Aspinall, K.C., and Lewis Noad, Soxicrrors, Downing 


cock, Middleton, § Lewis, for Bolam, Middleton, ¢ Co., Sunderland ; "Thomas 


Cooper § Co. 
[Reported by W. F. Baruyr, Barrister-at-Law. | 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
GENERAL MEETING. 


A special general meeting of the Law Society was held on Friday, the 
10th inst., at the Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, Mr. J. 8S. Bea 
(London), Vice-President, taking the chair. Among those present werg 
Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. Charles Mylne Barker, Mr. Thomas William 
Bischoff, Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. Edward Henry Frager, 
D.C.L. (Nottingham), Mr. Samuel] Garrett, Mr. William Edward Gillett, 
Mr. John Waller Hills, M.P., Sir John Hollams, Mr. William John 
Humfrys (Hereford), Mr. William George King, Mr. Richard Penning. 
ton, Mr. Thomas Rawle, Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, B.A., LL.D., D.C.L, 
Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, Mr. William Arthur Sharpe, Mr. Walter 
Trower, Mr. William Melmoth Walters, and Mr. . William Howard 
'Winterbotham, members of the Council; Mr. John Cullimore (Chester), 
Mr. Charles Elton Longmore (Hertford), Mr. Charles Henry Morton 
(Liverpool), and Mr. Robert Pybus (Newcastle), extraordinary members; 
Mr. i. W. Williamson (secretary), Mr. S. P. Bucknill (assistant secre. 
tary), and Mr, E. R. Cook (clerk to the committees). 
ILLNESS OF THE PRESIDENT. 


The Vick-PRESIDENT at the. commencement of the proceedings re 
ferred in sympathetic terms to the absence of the President, Mr. E. K 
Blyth. He had received a letter from him that day saying how son 
he was that he was not able to be present, and that he was not so wi 
as he was some time ago. He was sure he might send a message to him 
from the Hall expressing the regret of everybody at his absence, and 
the hope of a speedy recovery. 

Prizes AND CERTIFICATES. 

The Vice-Presment distributed the prizes and certificates of merit 
awarded to successful candidates at the Final Examination in January 
as follows:—Mr. John William Fraser, Great Malvern, Clement’s Ina, 
Daniel Reardon and John Mackrell prizes; Mr. Thomas Cuthbert Ke 
B.A. (Oxon.), Warwick, Clifford’s Inn prize ; Mr. Fred Wilson, Wat: 
New Inn prize; Mr. Alun Edward Davies, Festiniog, Law Societys 
prize. These gentlemen also received first-class certificates. Certificates, 
second class (in alphabetical order): Mr. Francis Pemberton Greener, 
Mr. James Edward Hamer, Mr. Claud Hewlett, M.A. (Oxon.), Mr 
Neville Hobson, Mr. George Finch Hotblack, B.A., LL.B. (Camb), 
Mr. William Francis George Joseph, B.A. (Oxon.), Mr. Edward Barrett 
Lee, Mr. Ernest Addison Rigg, B.A. (Dublin), Mr. Francis Victor 
Robinson, Mr. Francis John Stewart Watts, Mr. Herbert Vaughan 
Whitehead. Third class (in alphabetical order): Mr. Cyril Shakespeare 
Beachcroft, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Robert Everard Druitt, Mr. Thomas 
George Elphinston, B.A. (Camb.), Mr. Leslie Farnfield, Mr. Barthole 
mew Foskett, Mr. Charles Ewart Jeens, Mr. William Burgess Johnson, 
Mr. William Kentish, Mr. David Kenvyn Rees, Mr. Herbert Stanley 
Richards, Mr. Frederick Alan Robinson, Mr. Henry William Davies 
Williams, Mr. Guy Cooper Willis, Mr. Henry Newcome Wright. 

Cause Lists. Temporary ASSISTANT JUDGES. 

Mr. H. Wiix1s Cxanpier (London) moved in accordance with notice: 
“That in the opinion of this meeting the High Court Cause List for 
each day should be less crowded than at present, and should always 
include short causes placed at the end of the list, and that Temporary 
Assistant Judges should be appointed who should enter their names om 
the day’s rota when at liberty, such number only being called upon # 
the day advances as to ensure every case in the day’s list being com 
menced on that day, and that permanent appointments to the 
Court and County Court Benches should generally be filled by 
selection of those Assistant Judges who had proved themselves. 
qualified for the position.” He said that after sending in the notice he 
had asked permission that the resolution should be worded—in 
‘the opinion of this meeting’’—*‘that it be referred to the Counell 
to consider and report,” because the resolution provided for what might 
seem to some a drastic change in procedure in the High Court. It wa 
certainly advisable that the Council of the Society should have a fat 
opportunity, and a long opportunity, of considering the matter. 
had become convinced in the course of his practice that there was a@ 
ever-growing reluctance on the part of clients to start an action ™ 
High Court for the purpose of remedying any grievance to which 
had been subjected, and the reasons for that were many. But 
reasons which had seemed to him more urgent than others were im# 
the amount of costs involved, which was disproportionate to the 4 
at issue, and second, that the clients hesitated to start an action ; 
would have to be heard in the High Court, and in the course of @ 
hearing of which they would very likely have their time occupied 
selenl dene waiting for the action to.come on for hearing. He did 9 
know of anything more objectionable to a business man than the haga 
to come up to th 


for the case to come on for hearing. There had been a consid 


ad 


improvement in the lists of recent years, and he saw that day that 
were but twenty causes in the King’s Bench during a long jury list, # 








e Law Courts and to stay about waiting day by ay 













lay, the 


nt were 
William 
Fraser, 
Gillett, 
m John 
enning- 
D.C.L, 
Walter 
Howard 
hester), 
Morton 
m berg; 
C secre- 


ngs Me 
- EE 
W sorty 
so well 
to him 
ce, and 


f merit 
January 
t’s Inn, 
Kemp, 
 atford, 
society's 
ificates, 
rreener, 
a 

Camb.}, 
Barrett 
Victor 
‘aughan 
‘espeate 
Thomas 
artholo- 
ohnson, 
Stanley 
Davies 


Ve 


notice: 
List for 
always 
n porary 
Limes On 
upon a 
ig com 
e Hi 
by 
>$ 
otice he 
tead of 
Couneil 
t might 
Tt was 


> a far 
er. He 









j April 18, 1908. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. (Vol. 52.) 427) 











he noticed also with great satisfaction that there were three judges 
sitting that day who had each but one case before them. That was as 
it should be. is proposition was to shorten the cause list considerably. 
Taking the twenty causes which were in that day’s list, he would have 

ut in thirteen or fourteen, one fairly heavy commercial case to 
King’s Bench judge sitting that day; the remainder consisting of fairly 
heavy cases, should go into a general list, and there should be a short 
cause list of cases under Order 14, or otherwise, which would occupy 
an bour or an hour and a half each. There should be a rota of assist- 
ant judges paid only when they were at work, and they should consist 
of men appointed by the Lord Chancellor, as at present. There might 
be about a dozen of them. It would happen in the course of the practice 
of the busiest counsel that he would occasionally have a day or two to 
spare, and on arriving at his chambers at half-past ten he would put 
his name on the list of assistant judges as being at liberty for that day. 
About midday it would be seen how the cases were going; a case 
might have broken down, and the judge who was trying it would have 

ne on with the general list. In other cases, perhaps, the general 
Fist might not by mid-day have been trenched upon. t would en- 
tirely depend bie the circumstances, as they came about, what course 
of action should be pursued. Possibly there might be very little for 
the assistant judges to do—the best thing that could happen would be 
that the list would be beautifully adjusted by the person in charge, 
so that it might not be necessary to send for the assistant judges at 
all. But it should be the duty of the officer in charge to send for 
sufficient assistant judges, so that every case in the day’s list should 
be commenced on that day. That was the great improvement he had in 
mind, and what he thought could be effected if his resolution were 
carried into force. Then let it be supposed that it was necessary to send 
for one or two men any time between eleven and half-past two, say, 
they would start at once with any cause left in the general list of 
ordinarily heavy cases. Supposing there were none left, as would be 
most likely, they would start on the short causes under Order 14, 
and otherwise, and he hoped dispose of them by four o’clock. The point 
he was urging was that every case in the list should be started on the 
day it was put down for. He did not know that London practitioners 
perhaps altogether appreciated the horror that he knew country solici- 
tors had, as well as the witnesses, and particularly medical witnesses, 
at having to come up from the country and stay about for two or three 
days, waiting for cases to come on. Let them take the case of the 
medical witnesses. It was a cruel injustiée to them. They were often 
subpeenaed, and had no alternative but to attend, and in the meantime 
they stood a very good chance of their fellow practitioners living in 
the same town taking away their patients while they were waiting 
about in London. He had known of medical men who would do anything 
to escape giving a certificate or evidence in a case which might lead to 
their being brought to London and held up for several days. He had 
also received a letter from a firm of solicitors in the North of England, 
in which they said that the crowded state of the lists was the cause 
of the greatest’ possible inconvenience and loss to litigants in ‘the 
country. They mentioned that they had a case appointed in the Com- 
mercial Court for a certain date, but which was not likely to be arrived 
at for some time after that date. They had often said it would be a 
saving of public money if judges would take half holidays, because 
clients would not then be kept waiting. Money was thrown away on 
the witnesses, and did not benefit either counsel or solicitor,.and it was 
a most grievous loss. They thought the matter should be considered, 
and that London practitioners did not realise the great loss and expense 
it was to country clients who had to make two or three fruitless journeys 
up to London. Was it right or just that business men should be sub- 
jected to these difficulties, and that those residing in the north of 

ingland should be brought to London day after day doing absolutely 
nothing but wasting their time, while their business was going to the 
dogs? Some of those with whom he had discussed the matter had 
thought that the great objection was that they might not get the best 
men if his resolution was carried into force. All he could say was that 
a few days ago he had been before a deputy judge in the County Court 
who was taking the place of a deceased judge, and a better man he was 
never before in his life. He ventured to say that there were members 
of the Inns of Court, and he supposed members of the solicitor branch 
of the profession, who would be exceedingly good men to be selected 
as assistant judges. The assistant judges should be appointed, of 
course, only for a short time—say three years—so that there would be 
an opportunity of seeing whether they were good men or not, and when 
the Lord Chancellor came on a vacancy to appoint a permanent judge 
he would have before him a list of men who had been tried. ‘When a 
commercial man was appointed to a post of responsibility, the employer 
was always exceedingly anxious to have him on trial. The Lord Chan- 
cellor would have judges on trial; he would know the good men, and 
the net result of the system would be that the High Court Bench would 
be immensely and immediately strengthened. 

Mr. Cuas. Forn (London) seconded the motion. He said that many 
valuable pronosals had been made in that hall, which had simply fallen 
to the ground, because no one seemed to have sufficient interest in 
affairs of the profession to push them forward. Although he did not 
tie himself to the details of the proposal before the’meeting, he certainly 
thought the substance of it gravely commended it to the support of the 
members, and he did hope the Council would see their way, in some way 
or other, to take the matter into consideration with a view to some 
material alteration in the existing. state of things. 

The Vice-PrestpEnt said that of course the improved organisation 
of the cause lists was » matter of very great importance; and it was 
one which had occupied the attention of the meetings of the Society, 





both in London and the country on varions occasions. Something had 
been done, and he believed the cause liste were better worked out now 
than they were years ago, but he did not suppose that any of them 
knew the full difficulty of preparing the lists under all the complicated 
conditions that presented themselves. So far from those who a 
them having to sevve two masters, those who had that responsibilit 

had to serve thirty or forty masters, and it was @ very di t 
operation. However, if anything could be done he was quite surg. it 
would be, But as regarded the question of the ay igen of assistant 
temporary judges, was it, did they think, likely competent men at 
the bar, men of high standing, would advertise themselves beforehand 
as not having a single case in any of the courts for the day, because 
that was what was assumed? They would have to write themselvee 


The Vicz-PreEsIpENT said that was so, but that was what would be 
recommended by the meeting if the motion were i It was 
entirely a matter for the meeting to determine. There was no objec- 
tion he knew to the Council idering it, but he did not look with 
any probability to the Council pe 4 @ serious recommendation 
that that should be the recruiting ground for the Lord Chancellor for 
the judges who were first to be temporarily and then permanently 
appointed. : 

he motion was put, and but very few of the members voted either 
one way or the other. 

The Vice-PRESIDENT said the resolution was not carried on the voting. 


Soxricrron MemBers or Pustic AUTHORITIES. 


Mr. F. Brtnstzy-Harrer (London) moved, in accordance with notice : 
“That it be referred to the Council to consider the desirability of 
the Society recommending that a solicitor who is a member of a public 
authority should not be professionally engaged (either by himeelf or 
his firm) in any proceedings against such authority, or in which such 
authority is interested, unless with the consent of such authority.” 
He said that the resolution simply asked that the Council should take 
the matter into consideration. When he brought the matter forward 
at the last meeting in January, Sir Albert it, who had had great 
experience of municipal life, had opposed it, and he had taken it k 
and remodelled it with a view to meeting Sir Albert Rollit’s views, 
because he understood that he, to a certain extent, represented the 
Council’s views in the matter. This was a subject which he did think 
the Council, which was the solicitors’ court of honour, ought to express 
an opinion about, and to say whether or not it was desirable and right 
in the interest of the profession that a solicitor who was a member of 
a public authority, whatiwie a corporation, borough council, or what 
not, or guardians, or any other authority elected by the ratepayers, 
should be professionally engaged im litigation or other business in which 
that authority was interested. The subject arose in London very often, 

articularly in borough councils, and the question was whether a mem- 
bee of a borough council t to be the solicitor for the plaintiff or 
for the defendant when his borough council was opposed to him. Sir 
Albert Rollit had objected at the last meeting that the assessment 
committee was not a part of the borough council, but the members of 
the assessment committee must be members of the borough council, 
and the question was whether a solicitor ber should appear before 
the committee and if necessary on to quarter sessions, and if 
he succeeded, get his costs, which would be paid by the ratepayers. 
After the last meeting he (Mr. Brinsley-Harper) hai taken the trouble 
to write to the Bar Council and to the Surveyors’ Institute to ascer- 
tain what view they took with regard to the matter, they being the 
other classes of professional men who were affected. The Bar Council 
had decided that it was not fit that a barrister should appear either 
before or against a local authority of which he was a member. That 
resolution would be submitted to the annual meeting of the Bar to be 
put in the White Book. The Surveyors’ Institute considered the prac- 
tice both inadvisable and undesi . He did not want the solicitor 
branch of the profession to be im the background, but he wanted it to 
be stated that those who took an interest in public life did so for 
the love of the work, and that they had mo ulterior object. He wanted 
it laid down, yea or nay, whether the practice referred to was right 
or not. He had written to the secretary, thinking there was a rule 
of the Society against it, because the Society did amt geblich ite rules 
of conduct as the Bar did in the Atmual Practice , 

Society did not follow the same course he did not know, unless it was 
that the solicitors’ was the junior branch. He wanted the 
say whether a solicitor who took am interest in public life had or not 
the approval of the Society in taking matters up in connection with 
the authority of which he was a member from which he might 

some benefit. He was bringing the matter forward purely in 

interests of the profession. It was very desirable that a rule of this 
kind should be made, and that the public should know that solicitors who 
took up this public life had no ulterior object of obtaining business 
in connection with the public authority of which they were members. 
A plaintiff or defendant might say he would go to Mr. So-and-so, who 
was a member of the public authority interested, because he would 
perhaps have some influence, and that was not right. He hoped a 
rule would be passed that it was not desirable for a solicitor under 
these circumstances to take up professional i 
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at the last general meeting. But after the discussion that then took 
place he thought the objections that were then made might be met by 
the insertion of the words that a solicitor might act if he obtained 
the consent of the authority. He himself took an imterest in a local 
body in London, and he quite agreed that it would be exceedingly 
objectionable if the knowledge one acquired as a member of a body 
of that character were used against it, and certainly if it were used 
against the defendant. He might have information which would not 
ordinarily be known outside, and it would be very unfortunate if a 
solicitor having that information, which he had obtained as a member 
of that body, should be able to use that information against that 
particular body. There would be no harm in the Council taking the 
matter into consideration. He did not think there could be much 
difference of opinion. The Bar Council had shewn them the way— 
they had considered it wromg; the Surveyors’ Institute also were of 
= same opinion, and he did not think the Society should be behind 
em. 

Mr. HAsELDINE Jones (London) said he would support the motion, 
because he thought the matter one of great importance, and he hoped 
the Council would take it into their consideration. As a member of 
a London borough council and also a guardian, he could say that there 
had been occasions when the want of such a rule had put him in some 
difficulty. One felt that the object in going on these public bodies was 
to raise the tone of such public bodies, and not with the intention of any 
self gain. He thought it would be most inadvisable not to pass the 
resolution, and certainly they as a profession ovght to consider the 
making of some such rule as was suggested for the guidance of its 
members. Mr, Brinsley-Harper and Mr. Rubinstein had had great 
experience in such public matters, and at any rate the Council should 
consider the matter in order that solicitors might know where they 
were. 

Sir ALBert Rowiit, LL.D., D.C.L., said he should support the pro- 

ition for two reasons, first because Mr, Ford had said that no 
member of the Council ever rose to support anything that emanated 
from the members of the Society, and, secondly, because he had opposed 
Mr. Brinsley-Harper at the last. general meeting. Mr. Brinsley-Harper 
had said he was surprised at the course he had then taken. Well, if he 
had made the qualifications in his motion which marked the present 
resolutior he would not have been surprised; because he had so mate- 
rially altered the terms of the resolution that he (Sir Albert Rollit) 
thought it might well be accepted by the meeting, and that it did give 
ground for consideration on the part of the Council. Speaking from an 
experience of twenty years as president of the Municipal Corporations 
Association, and of a longer period in the profession, he might perhaps 
have had some opportunity of forming a judgment with reference to 
the matter. He thought it was Mr. Brinsley-Harper who had sug- 
gested that motive might come into matters of this sort, and that a 
member of a public authority being a solicitor might be animated by 
the desire to further his own personal interests, having acquired infor- 
mation as a member of the authority, and of course all of them would 
condemn anything of that sort in the strongest possible terms. But 
his objection to the previous resolution, which existed to some extent at 
present, was that Mr. Brinsley-Harper and others who had spoken had 
spoken as members of firms with large businesses, whereas there were 
many members of the profession who were almost struggling for ar 
existence, and he was not at all disposed to de anything to restrict, 
unless it was absolutely necessary, young men who were members of 
the profession from exercising the practice of their profession, unless 
there might be some possibility of improper action or motive, which he 
should be, with Mr. Brinsley-Harper, the first to condemn. One case 
that had been put forward was that a member of an authority ought 
not to appear against that authority. As a very good general rule he 
thought that was quite trie for the reason which had been given, 
namely, that there might have been knowledge acquired the use of 
which would be detrimental to the authority. But there were many 
cases where he saw no objection to such an appearance, and which the 
words of. the resolution would not include, or in which such authority 
was interested. Let them take the case of a public improvement. Land 
was taken compulsorily, and there was am arbitration under the Lands 
Clauses Act. and this formed a profitable and very proper means of 
business. Was a member of a corporate authority to be prevented from 
appearing for his client, a regular client, let them say, whose land was 
to be taken in a matter in which the authority was interested’? He 
could not himself see at the moment why that should be the case, and, 
in the absence of the attribution of any improper knowledge, any 
ground for such a restriction. The solicitor might not be om the com- 
mittee which had the dealing with such matters, he might have nothing 
to do with the business in question, he might never even have spoken 
about it, and yet he was to disappoint his client and not to appear 
against the authority on a pecuriary question of that sort. It might 
be that. when the Council came to consider the matter there might 
be some reasons put forward which might lead them to think otherwise, 
but he was not inclined unduly and precipitately to impose an impedi- 
ment against any voung solicitor earning a livelihood under circum 
stances to which at the moment he saw no objection. The resolution 
had been materially modified, and he was especially glad to see that 
the Council was in deepest sympathy with the members in the matter. 

Mr. Nicnoras Hawxnart (London) said that Sir Albert Rollit had 
spoken not entirely in support of, and yet not in opposition to, the 
resolution. He thought it desirable the meeting should hear also some 
views of the members with reference to this really important subject. 
Mr, Brinsley-Harper had asked him some time since whether he could 





support the resolution, and he had replied that it was a matter for very 

ve consideration, and he wanted to hear what he had to say in its 
avour before he could make up his mind. He had expected to hear 
some more flagrant instances of scandals or of dissatisfaction which had 
ensued in consequence of the practice which was objected to, but only 
one case had been given, and he supposed Mr. Brinsley-Harper did not 


know of any others, or else he would have given them. In all his 
twenty years as a member of a local authority, and also some time as a 
member of the County Council, he had never seen one scandalous case 
which had occurred. He had never been approached by any client who 
wanted him to take up his case because he was a member of a local 
authority, and he had never heard of any such case. There might be 
such cases, but he hoped that, if so, they were few. He felt that it 
would not be desirable to lay down a very general rule upon the 
subject. What were they asked to do? They were asked to per. 
one more disqualification in addition to the disqualifications from which 
the profession suffered so much, and not only were they to disqualify 
themselves, but they were to disqualify their clients from selecting the 
adviser they desired, the solicitor whom they would like to support 
their cases. The meeting must be well aware that local authorities 
were very often obstinate, wrong-headed, ignorant, prejudiced, and ex- 
travagant—some of them—and that. they did take, unfortunately, from 
prejudice, views against particular persons, and it would be undesirable 
to prevent a member of an authority from defending such a person 
against the oppression of the authority. Mr, Brinsley-Harper had said 
that the fees of a solicitor employed in such a case would be paid by 
the authority, and out of the rates by the authority of which he was a 
member. Mr. Brinsley-Harper forgot that they were not the solicitor’s 
costs. They were the client’s costs, and it did not matter whether the 
solicitor was or was not a member of the authority. They were an 
indemnity to the client for the expenses he had properly incurred if he 
succeeded in the action. It was all very well to bring before the meet- 
ing statements of what the Bar thought. The position of the barrister 
was somewhat different. He had to appear in person and by voice 
before the judge against the tribunal of which he was a member. And 
with regard to the Surveyors’ Institute, he did not know whether Mr. 
Brinsley-Harper meant that no solicitor or that no surveyor might act 
against his council; but if he meant the surveyor, that did not affect 
the solicitor. If, however, the solicitor was intended, of course it was 
very easy for a man to lay down what he thought someone else ought 
to do or ought not to do, although he would not mind doing it himself. 
Although he thought the proposition merited very great consideration 
by the Council, he hoped they would give weight to the many objections 
which so many of the members saw against a general rule. 

Mr. W. J. Humrrys (Hereford, a member of the Council) said that, 
speaking entirely for himself, and in no way in a representative capacity, 
he thought the resolution should estadally be adopted. He had not 
considered the matter carefully, but he was an old member of a local 
authority, and he did know of scandals that had arisen in connection 
with such matters, and both the profession and members of local authorities 
should be, like Czesar’s wife, above suspicion. It did seem to him that ifa 
man could not afford to do without business which might have to be antago- 
nistic to the local authority of which he was a member he ought not to be a 
member of that authority. He did not think it was a wise thing that young 
solicitors should go upon local authorities with a view to advertising 
themselves and in order to get business. If they did so, at all events 
it would be supposed, he did not say truly, but it would be supposed 
that they would use their position to benefit clients in matters affecting 
the authority. At all events, the matter deserved very careful con- 
sideration, and he believed it would reflect upon the Society very much 
and the character of the profession if the Society declined to follow the 
example of the Bar and the Surveyors’ Institute in the matter, at all 
events without the most careful consideration, unless there were very 
good reasons for refusing to do so. He was speaking entirely as a 
private member of the Society. and not as a member of the Council. 

Mr. W. P. W. Putrirmmore (London) supported the resolution. He 
said he had been a member of a local authority himself. and the only 
objection he had to the resolution was as to the insertion of the last 
clause, “unless with the consent of such authority.” He thought it 
would be better to err on the side of stringency than otherwise, and he 
only rose for the purpose of saying he supported the resolution from his 
experience with a local authority. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 

Proposep METROPOLITAN SOCIETY. 

Mr. Cuas. Forp (London) had given notice of the following motion : 
“That in view of the large amount of time London members of the 
Council give to committee meetings and other work of the Society, as 
distinguished from the small amount of time most country members of 
the Council are able to give, it is desirable that an association, con- 
sisting exclusively of London solicitors, be formed to take over some of 
the London work of the Council; provided that the relations between 
such a metropolitan society and this Society shall be similar to those 
existing between the Liverpool and other country law societies, on the 
one hand. and this Society on the other; and, further, it is desirable. 
for the Council to bring up at the next meeting of this Society the 
names of such of their members as (being favourable to the formation 
of a separate metropolitan society) are willing to serve on a provisional 
committee of London solicitors (whose names shall be submitted to the 
same general meeting) with a view to establishing such a metropolitan 
society.” He said it would be within the recollection of: the meeting 
at the last general meeting in January he had brought forward a motion 
somewhat on the lines of that which stood in his name on the pape? 
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of business, and that the Vice-President, who then presided, had, in his 
discretion, allowed him to move it, and that there was a brief dis- 
cussion, though the Vice-President had moved that it was out of order. 
It was then understood that he should renew his notice of motion in 
words which he might think would be acceptable to the Council. He 
was glad to know that to some extent he had succeeded in the object 
for which he was striving, for he had heard on what he thought to be 
entirely reliable authority that a metropolitan law society, which would 
consist exclusively of men who took out London certificates, would be 
formed, and he was certain he should be supported by everyone present 
and even by the Council when he said that under these circumstances 
he should not be warranted in occupying valuable time, because he was 
perfectly sure a metropolitan law society would be formed which would 
cover the suggestions in his resolution. Therefore he would not trouble 
the meeting by moving it. 


Country Court Fees. 


Mr. E. J. Trustram (London) moved in accordance with notice: 
“That this meeting is of opinion that the court fees charged in County 
Courts are still very excessive, and should be further substantially 
reduced, especially as regards fees charged in cases under the extended 
jurisdiction and for execution and possession.” He said that perhaps 
he ought to amend the resolution, as had been done in the case of the 
first motion brought before the meeting, by making it a request to the 
Council to consider the matter. The members knew that in the past 
the Council had done a great deal with regard to reducing the court 
fees charged in the County Courts, and. he only wanted to refer to the 
enormous amount that was spent in fees. In the year ending March, 
1906, there were over one million and a half plaints, and the claims 
amounted to four millions sterling, whilst the fees received were 
£565,000. The difficulty of getting a reduction proceeded from the 
Treasury. He urged that the fees were excessive, but complaints were 
constantly being made with regard to the matter in the legal news- 
papers, and he would not trouble the meeting with any further remarks, 
but would leave the resolution for their consideration. 

Mr. HESELDINE JONES seconded the motion. 

Mr. Forp thought it would be wise to leave the matter to the Council 
to consider. 

The Vice-PrestpENT said he thought the opinion of the Council had 
been expressed on several occasions in the sense of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Lanp TRANSFER AcT. 


Mr. RUBINSTEIN had given notice te ask the following questions :— 
“1. (a) Has the attention of the Council been directed to the model rules 
as to small holdings issued by the Board of Agriculture for adoption 
by County Councils or County Boroughs, and to the provision contained 
therein for purchasers being registered as proprietors with an absolute 
title under Section 19 of the Land Transfer Act, 18972 (b) Is the 
Council of opinion that this provision is consistent with the option given 
by the Act to County Councils to adopt the system of compulsory 
registration of title? If not, is the Council prepared to represent to 
the authorities that this provision should be withdrawn in view of the 
fact that with the exception of the County of London the system has 
not been adopted by any county in England, and that at the instarice 
of the London County Council a Royal Commission is on the point of 
being appointed to inquire into the working of the system in the County 
of London’ 2, Has the Council considered the expediency of urging on 
the authorities that the evidence already taken by the Royal Commission 
appointed in May, 1906, to consider the expediency of extending a 
system of registration of title to Scotland should be forthwith published 
with a view to aiding the work of the proposed Royal Commission which 
is to inquire into the working of the present system of compulsory 
registration?” He said, however, that he had forwarded to the secre- 
tary the notice of a resolutior he wished to move. It had been too late 
to include it in the paper of business, but he had received permission 
to bring it forward with the consent of the meeting. 

The meeting having expressed its consent to this course, Mr. Rusrn- 
&TEIN moved: “That this meeting desires to place on record its convic- 
tion that the ‘inquiry about to be held into the working of the present 
system of compulsory registration of title in the County of London by 
the proposed Royal Commission should be of a wide character enabling 
the Commissioners to inquire into the relative merits of the official 
registration system as compared with the system of transfer by deed 
instituted by Lord Cairns as regards security, simplicity, expedition, 
and cheapness.” He said it might almost seem that it would be hardly 
necessary to move a resolution of this character in the hall of the 
Society. It might be thought that the authorities would recognise that 
an inguiry to be of any value to the public should not only deal with the 
official representation, but should go outside and compare the system 
of land registration with what was known as Lord Cairne’ system. But 
their experience, the experience mow of some years, satisfied them that 
there was a necessity, an urgent necessity, for placing on record such a 
resolution as that which he was placing before them. It must be recol- 
lected that with regard to this particular subject they had unfortunately 
been caught napping on more than one occasion, When the Act of 
1897 was before Parliament they were told that if they would withdraw 
their opposition to the Act there would be such safeguards intro- 
duced that there would be nothing to fear, as the system would not 
be extended beyond three years, and that if after that period of three 
years it was found that the system did not work well there would be 
@n enquiry, and it would be brought to an end. On that understanding 





the Society withdrew ite opposition, and unfortunately a form of words 
was inserted in the Act which gave colour to the ion of the 
suthorities, but which unfortunately had had no ical effect. Wher 
the Act came into operation it was provided that the system of com- 
pulsory registration should not be extended to any county but one 
county until that three years had expired, and of course when the three 
years had passed, and when the inquiry was asked for, the authorities 
referred them to the Act, and said it made no provision for any 
inquiry, and consequently this wretched system had ben imposed 
upon them ever since that time. He would again remind the meeti 
that in 1898, the year that the Act was passed, the authorities had 
introduced a Bill for the purpose of erecting a permanent registry . 
and the Council remin them that the system was im its experimental 
stage, and hadi only been one year in operation, and urged that £265,000 
of the public money ought not to be spent in the erection of a registry 
when it might turn out that the system of compulsory registration 
was not desirable. They were then told by the authorities, and they 
seemec to have accepted their word for it, that this particular building 
was not intended solely for the land registry business under that. system, 
but that it was intended for the work of the Middlesex Registry 
and the Land Transfer Act. e authorities, of course, <a put 
these things forward, and he supposed it was the business of the 
Society on their duty to accept what they said. But he would like 
to shew the reason why they should on their own part take a view of 
this transaction for themselves. He did not wish to go into the matter 
at any length or to remind the meeting of his owr position with regard 
to it. When the present Government came into power of course they 
were very anxious to extend the system, but having before them the 
fact that the counties in England who had been approached on the 
subject had refused to entertain the system, they thought that possibly 
Scotland might be more amenable, and the present Lord Chancellor—it 
must be assumed that he knew something of his country—appointed 
a Scotch Commission to consider the question of extending the system 
to Scotland. To make assurance doubly sure there was put upor the 
Commission—whom did they think?—the registrar of the London Land 
Registry, and they made him a judge to decide the matter of whether 
the system was a system or not. That apparently had not 
worked well. For months and months when they came to consider the 
matter the Scotch Commission had not moved. The fact was that the 
Commission did not see how they could accept the s But ulti- 
mately, for reasons he need not explain, they did last November com- 
mence to take evidence, and they took evidence first of all in Edinburgh 
and then in London, during the frst days of December, as to the working 
of the system in London. He was bound to say he did not think the 
evidence was what the authorities wanted, because from that day to 
this nothing had been heard of a rt or as to the result of their 
deliberations. Why was that report kept back? Was it uw obvious 
that it was kept back because it did not support the views of the autho- 
rities, and he laid stress upon that—— 

The Vicr-PresipENT: I would not say that. We bave had within 
the last few days the proof sent us for our information of witnesses who 
had been further summoned to give evidence before the Commission. 
The evidence is not complete. 

Mr, RUBINSTEIN said it was very refreshing to know what the autho 
tities were equa! to, but they did not want to issue their rt. It 
was now two years since the Commission was appointed, and it was 
obvious that they were keeping the matter alive because they knew 
that the convictions of the Commissioners, apart from Mr, Brickdale, 
were dead against the system. One would imagine that the Lord Chan- 
cellor would say, in reply to the resolution by the London County 
Council, that the system was being inquired into by an independent 
Commission, the Scotch Commission appointed two years ago, and that 
he was quite willing that the report ld be produced, and that then 
they would see what was the position of matters. But instead of that 
the Scotch Commission kept the business alive by going into the farce 
of calling additional witnesses when it was very well known that they 
had heard all the evidence they really wanted, and the Lord Chancellor 
had decided to have another Commission. He wanted to ensure that 
that Commission should be a proper one, a Commission large enough 
to deal with the subject on all si Unfortunately, again, there had 
been a series of misfortunes in connection with the matter. When 
the London County Council took the matter into consideration the 
General Purposes mittee emg ool it desirable to give people the 
opportunity of appearing before t and enlightening them on the 
working of the system. They extended their invitativn to give evidence 
to the Council of the Society, and misfortune overtook the 
Society. The Council, aban of sending up a practical solicitor who 
was in touch with the business, and who would be able to produce 
certificates before the committee of the London County Council, thought 
it desirable to appear before them by counsel. He was not saying a word 
against the gentleman who was the mouthpiece of the Council, but it 
was a most unfortunvte selection, because the London County Council 
had passed a resolution that the time had come for the reconsideration 
of the system. Instead of saying whether the system should be con- 
tinued, the Council limited themselves to amen of the system. 
And that was what he was afraid the Lord Chancellor would take 
advantage of. He might say that the London County Council had oni 
asked him to appoint a Commission to say what amendments should 


<= 


made in the present system instead of having asked them to say that 
the system was not a good one. He was assuming that such a Com- 
mission must be absolutely futile, becuse under the Acts as they stand 
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the authorities had issued no rules either to improve or to amend 
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procedure. They knew that they had three or four times issued a 
series of rules, close upon 400, and that they started with 287, so that 
they had it in their power to make any alterations with a view to 
making the system workab'e, but as a matter of fact they had found 
out the impossibility of making 1t workable. If the proposed Commis- 
sion was limited to, as he had heard it suggested, simply considering 
what amendments might be made, it would be absolutely futile and a 
waste of time and morey. He could say a great deal more on the 
subject, as he hrd said it in times past, but he did not wish to prolong 
his remarks. But one point he would like to impress upon the meeting. 
They knew that the registrar was appointed one of the Commissioners 
on the Scotch Commission; he urged that it should not be permitted 
that that official should be appointed to sit upon the new Commission. 
It was an absolute scandal that one of the Commissioners should be the 
man that was most interested in the existence of the Land Transfer 
Office. Let him attend and give all the evidence he wished, but he 
ought not to be a member of the Commission. He did not know whether 
the Council would be invited to co-operate or to suggest the names of 
members of the Commission, but if that were the case he urged that 
the men nominated should be men of independence and energy, and not 
men who were weak-kneed, but men certainly high in authority. He 
wanted independent men who knew the subject, because the Society 
might feel quite assured that the officials would put men forward who 
were pledged practically to uphold the office. The Society wanted men 
who had a knowledge of the subject, and who could deal with the 
witnesses brought before them in a way to show what a dismal failure 
and what an absurd system this was, and how it worked against the 
interests of the public. 

Mr. W. H. Savery (London) seconded the motion. He said this was 
a very important subject, and he was sure they must all agree that 
unless this Royal Commission was to have the very widest powers and 
was to be able to take evidence in all directions, its labours would be 
useless and worse than useless. What was wanted was to ensure that 
the Royal Commission should be something more than a Commissior 
to investigate the working of the Land Registry Act. If it was to be 
limited to that, and the words were to be strictly construed, the Com- 
mission would in his judgment be futile. The members wanted the 
inquiry to go a good deal further, and that the Commission should be 
in such a form that it would have power to obtain evidence from 
property owners, from people who used regularly the means of con- 
veyancing, through the Land Registry or otherwise. Opinions had 
been expressed with regard to the working of the system by variour 
bodies, but never by the public. The banks had spoken, and the 
building eocieties, and many other bodies—borough councils, and so on. 
The latter had spoken their views, he was sorry to say, not so ve 
clearly as he should have wished, but he believed that was through 
want of knowledge of the subject, and they had not had the experience 
such as that he had had on the council of which he happened to be a 
member. A gentleman had appeared to be in favour of the system of 
the Land Registry, and when the matter came before the council and 
was for the moment adjourned, he (Mr. Savery) had asked him why 
he was in favour of the system. He had replied that he understood 
that when he got the certificate from the Land Registry it gave him 
absolute protection, and when he had shown him how entirely he was 
mistaken he had been very much surprised. He had found that some 
of the members of that. borough council were going to vote in favour of 
the system under the impression that the land certificate gave them an 
ebsolute title, and that was the sort of ignorance which prevailed. 
One reason why he was anxious that the Commission should have very 
wide powers was that he might tender evidence himself. The kind 
of practice which his firm carried on was what he might call, not so 
much a small conveyancing practice as a practice of small conveyancing. 
They acted for a number of building societies, something like thirty at 
one time, but they were fewer now as some had run out. But some- 
times these societies were advancing as much as £30,000 or £40,000 
a year. That necessarily brought him in touch with small conveyancers, 
and he was acquainted with the working of the Act, but he would 
rather give evidence, not of his own opinion as a solicitor, but rather of 
the opinion of the public as it reached him. And that was expressed 
very frequently and very plainly. Those present were acquainted with 
the process of registration. They had to explain to their clients, pur- 
chasers in the county of London, that it would cost them 6s. per cent. 
and £2 2s. for first registration. He would ask, “ What doI get for 
that?” Well, what did he get for it? That was the point. He got 
a pretty picture with the Lord Chancellor’s arms and a plan which no 
one could understand. He had been looking at one only that morning, 
an underlease, and he had found it full of pitfalls. In one place a 
cross was drawn. Possibly many of those present did not know what 
that meant. It meant that there was a covered way there. In another 
part there was the number 2, which meant that those properties were 
included in one lease. Many solicitors did not even know that. And 
all those mysteries were contained in the certificate. And when the 
public came to express their views upon the subject of land registration 
he felt that they would express it most decidedly and clearly, as had 
heen expressed the views of the bankers, the land societies, and the 
building societies. For these reasons he thought the scope of the 
inquiry ehould be as wide as it possibly could be made. 


Mr. Brmsstey-Harrrn said they were all agreed as to the desirability 
of the resolution, but had Mr. Rubinstein gone far enough? The 
Society could not enlarge the scope of the inquiry. He ought to have 
asked the Council to approach the Lord Chancellor with a view to his 
making it wider. 








The Vice-Preswent asked what was the scope of the inquiry. 

Mr. Brinstey-Harrer: I do not know. 

The Vick-Presmpent: Nor do we. 

Mr. Brins_ey-Harper said that the City of London was not included 
in the county of London, and therefore that all the inquiries held 
on the Corporation’s behalf, and which were promised, would not 
probably have any effect in the matter. The Corporation had been 
pressing that this inquiry should be held, and whether it would include 
the City or not he did not know. It would certainly include the county 
of London, but the City was a county in itself. He thought they 
might ask the London County Council that the City might act through 
them, because it would be well to have the pressure of the City brought 
to bear on the Lord Chancellor. He did not see how the Council of 
the Society could take any part in naming the Commissioners. The 
Lord Chancellor would, of course, do that without making any reference 
to them. The Society really ought to approach the Lord Chancellor 
with a view to getting the scope of the inquiry enlarged, and not wait 
until after the Commission had been settled. 

Mr. Humrrys said it had been stated that the Commission would take 
evidence, and he thought not merely on the lines of the working of the 
Act, but with regard to the system and to extending the compulsory 
powers. If the Commission were going to do that it would open a 
very wide scope, and he was going to express the hope that in some 
way the Society might approach the Lord Chancellor. What they. had 
done was to hear the witnesses in support of the compulsory powers of 
the Act, and then they did not attempt to hear anybody against it. 
That was what he was afraid of. He recollected that on one occasion he 
had given proof of evidence before the Preliminary Commission, and had 
understood that they had heard quite enough, and had said plainly that 
they did not want to hear any more. 

Mr. C. Mytne BarKER (London, a member of the Council) said he 
had given the greatest possible attention to the matter, and he therefore 
wished to speak. In the first place he desired to say that he thought 
the Society were greatly ‘ndebted to Mr. Rubinstein for the work he 
had done in connection with the subject. He had not only spoken a 
good deal, but he had written a great deal about it. He had also 
spent a good deal of time both in preparing for and in being present 
at the inquiry when he gave evidence, which he (Mr. Barker) had 
heard. It was impossible for anybody to have shown a greater know- 
ledge and mastery of detail than he had done, and he (Mr. Barker) had 
been very much struck, as he was sure everybody else had been, by 
the manner in which that evidence was given and the reasons he had 
given for his answers to the questions which were put to him. With 
regard to the registrar being a member of the Commission which he 
understood was to be appointed, he must confess that it did strike 
him that it was a little incongruous that that gentleman, who was in 
a quasi-judicial position as a member of the Commission, should judge 
whether the state of things was quite as it should be. He thought it a 
little incongruous that an official of the office that had been established, 
who was fighting, as he might say, for his official position, 
should be a judge of the evidence which was_ given. It 
did seem a little strange that he should be a member of that 
Commission. But he (Mr. Barker) was told that that was the ordinary 
and proper course, by those who knew better than he did, and he had 
nothing more to say if that was so, except to suggest that there should 
be somebody on the other side who had an expert knowledge of the 
matter, and who could hold his own with that learned gentleman. He 
was satisfied from what those who had knowledge of the matter had told 
him that it was quite usual that an official of that kind should be on the 
Commission when appointed. With regard to matters as they stood at 
present, he did not know whether it would be wise or not to pass the 
resolution as it stood at the moment, and whether it would strengthen 
the hands of those who had the guidance of the matter. He was not 
himself disposed to place his judgment entirely in the hands of some 
other person. It was seldom or never that he felt he was justified in 
doing that. In any event, it was not the turn and point of his mind 
to do it. But he felt quite sure that they might trust it with the Vice- 
President, in whom they had a man = Bi good sense and judgment 
might be firmly relied on, and more than that, they might entirely trust 
his independence of view. He felt. quite sure that if matters were left in 
the hands of the Vice-President, so that he might steer the ship, it would 
be better than that any of them should want to put their hands upon 
the steering gear. For his own part, he was content to stand on one 
side, and he felt so strongly in the matter that he would ask the members 
to follow his lead in this respect. He should not do that if he did not 
feel very strongly that they would be quite safe in leaving the matter 
in the hands of the Vice-President. 

Mr. Forp said this was a very serious matter. He had heen delighted 
to hear a member of the Council pay a well-deserved compliment to Mr. 
Rubinstein. There was no man in the whole of the profession who 
had given one tithe of the time to this subject that had been given by 
him to it. Therefore, the compliment came well from a member of the 
Council, and he did not remember such a circumstance having occurred 
for the last forty years. 

The Vice-Presipent said he was much obliged to Mr. Barker for 
what he had said. There was really no difference between the Council 
and thé members. They could all heartily accept the resolution as it 
stood But how to bring about the result proposed by the resolution 
was a matter of what he might really call tactics, It did not seem to 
him to be a good plan to go to the Lord Chancellor, as had been suggested 
by one speaker, and tell him that he must enlarge the terms of a reference 
which he had not yet put upon pages, It did not seem to him to be gond 
to go to the Lord Chancellor and tell him he must not put Mr. A. B 
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on the Commission, or that he must put Mr. A. B. on the Commission 
because he was nominated by the Society. But they ail Knew the result 
they wanted, They had got to move towards it as well as they could. 
He was heartily in favour of the resolution, and hoped it would be 
unanimously adopted, but they could not effectively move to widen the 
scope of the reference. All they could do was to lay down the principle 
of a wide inquiry. When they got to know, if they did get to know, 
the terms of the reference which was proposed to the Commission they 
would be able to judge better what action shouldbe taken. He most 
sincerely hoped the Society would secure the co-operation of Mr. Rubin- 
stein and of all those interested in the matter, and there was no reason 
he knew of why they should not freely communicate with Mr. 
Rubinstein and discuss what was to be done. There was no question 
of the Council and of the members. They were one in the object 
they were seeking to attain, and they all wanted to get a good result. 
They knew that Royal Commissions gave them a committee that as a 
rule, in fact almost invariably, declined to hear counsel. They v 
rarely heard counsel before them, and consequently the evidence of 
the witnesses had to be elicited by the members of the Commission, and 
it was for that reason the practice had been invariable in the last 
forty years that experts, strong advocates, the strongest advocates of 
the various views on e2ch side of the question, were appointed members 
of the Commission. Members of the Commission appeared both as 
judges and advocates. They balanced each other in practice, and there 
were a certain number of independent members of the Commission 
always appointed to hold the. balance between them. He did not think 
it would be good for the Society to pass any resolution or lay dowr 
any principle antagonistic to that which had been the custom of 
successive Governments in appointing Royal Commissions. 

Mr. Rusrnstemn: I understand the Council is willing to accept the 
resolution. 

The Vice-PresmpENtT: Perfectly. 

Mr. Rustnstern said he had thought that Mr. Barker was rather 
intimating that the resolution should be withdrawn. The resolution 
was intended to strenethen the hands of the Council as a direction as 
to the wav in which the members wished them to move. He did not 
want the Lord Chancellor to formulate his terms of reference and then 
tr he told that the Societv were too Jate, and that he had alreadv 
decided what the extent of the inquiry should be, and that it could 
not be altered as it was too late. Before the terms of the reference 
were formulated the Council would have an opportunity of bringing to 
the notice of the Lord Chancellor what were the views of the profession 
with regard to the inaquirv. He only wished the Council to clearlv 
understand that unless the inquiry traversed the whole ground it wonld 
not be satisfactorv. With regard to the parties who were to he on the 
Commission he did not for a moment objert—he could not obiect—to 
an official being among them. But he would object to an official being 
on the Commission in the vosition of the registrar, whose official position 
depended upon the conclusions of the inquiry. He thought it was 
absolutely unusual that an official whose existence depended upon the 
finding of the Commission should be one of the Commissioners. Tet 
there be as strong partisans on the Commission as they pleased. The 
profession wanted al] the help thev could get, because if they only 
succeeded in letting daylight into the system it was bound to come to 
an end, 

The resolution was carried. 

Mr. Brinstey-Harper moved that a copy of the resolution should 
be sent to the London County Council. 

Mr. Rusrnstern seconded the motion. He said he thought the London 
County Council should be informed of the views of the Society on the 
matter. because they had great influence with the authorities. 

The Vick-PrestpEent said he did not see any objection to that course, 
and the motion was adopted. 

Mr. Rustnstern said that the remarks of the Vice-President. had 
answered question No. 2 of those which stood in the paper in his name, 
and as he had moved his resolution he did not ask for a reply to the 
others. 

THanks TO CHAIRMAN. 


On the motion of Mr. Forp, seconded by Mr. Runtnster, a vote of 
thanks was passed to the Vice-President for his conduct in the chair. 


The General Council of the Bar. 


The following are extracts from the annual statement for 1907-1908 : 

Reciprocity Between the English and Colonial Bars.—The Council having 
Jearnt that a proposition would be laid before the Colonial Conference of 
1907 for reciprocity between the bars of England and the Colonies, and 
that the Secretary of State for the Colonies had invited the assent of the 
four inns of court to the suggestion, adopted the following resolution : 
“That unless and until the conditions of call to the bar in the various 
Colonies and dependencies of the Empire are assimilated to the conditions 
of call to the English bar, this council is of opinion that it is not desirable 
that there should be reciprocity in the sense suggested.” The then chair- 
man of the council (Mr. Warmington, K.C.) dealt with this matter at the 


last general meeting of the bar. ‘The question was discussed at the | W 


conference, but no resolution was adopted. 

Legal Study and the Relations of the two Branches of the Legal Profession.— 
The following suggestions were brought forward by a member of 
the bar at the last annual general meeting, and were referred to the 
council for consideration :—(1) ‘ That the present scheme of legal study 
preparatory to call to the bar is defective, and is prejudicial to the interests 





of the profession, in that it does not impose as a necessary 


before call a course of practical work in chambers. 
that the question of incl 


2) ee enn ae ne ee 


vranch and the solicitor branch of the profession, that there should be no 
overlapping of the respective functions of advocates and solicitors as exists 
in certain cases at present, and that it be an instruction to the council to 
confer with the Law Society upon the matter with a view to a satisfactory 
working agreement being arrived at between the two branches of the 
profession (leading meeps fan legislation on the subject) under which 
all work in the nature of advocacy be exclusively by counsel 


and all work in which counsel have the right to deal direct with lay clients 
be in future done only : 
the council do tabulate a schedule of minimum fees for the 
the profeesion ; that, further, the result of such conference be reported to 
a noting of Se eee immediately after the Long Vacation.’’ The 
council the above 

conclusions: (1) 
preparatory to call to the bar is defective and is prejudicial to the interests 
of the profession, in that it does not impose as a necessary condition 
before call a course of compulsory practical work in chambers, and 
recommend the imposition of such a condition. (2) They think that the 
second of the above is both impracticable and undesirable, 
and they accordingly recommend that no action be taken in the matter. 
With reference to (1) the council have been afforded the opportunity of 
submitting their views to the Council of Legal Education, and believe 
the matter is receiving their careful and sympathetic consideration. 

The Cali to the Bar of Solicitors and Others.—The annual statement for 
1906-7 contained the following observations on this matter: ‘* Frequent 
representations having been made to the council with regard to the 
existing system, the council resolved that a representation be made to the 
masters of the bench of the four inns of court, asking them to consider 
the consolidated regulations dealing with the call to the bar of solicitors 
and clerks to local bodies and others discharging duties analogous to those 
of a solicitor, with a view to interposing a reasonable interval between the 
applicant ceasing to be a solicitor or holding such office and his call to the 
bar, or otherwise guarding against the miechiefs of the present system. 
The council understand that the matter is at present engaging the 
attention of the joint committee of the four inns of court on the 
duties, interests, and leges of the bar.’’ The council subse- 
quently learnt that, o to the non-concurrence of one of the inns 
of court in a recommendation of the standing joint committee, the matter 
had not been further proceeded with. The council thereupon, consid 
the question one of great importance to the profession, 
previous resolution, and to the four inns of court that the 
question was one which might with propriety be submitted afresh for the 
consideration of a committee spiiihlly copeinted for that . The 
council are glad to learn that the ee of court have ed to this 
suggestion, and have appointed a special joint committee to inquire and 
report upon the matter. 

Official Shorthand Writers in the High Court.—The council have had under 
their consideration a suggestion from a barrister for the em it of 
official shorthand writers in thecourts. The council advocate a oe 
ment of official shorthand writers in all divisions of the High 
following the tice which already obtains in the Divorce Court, and will 
obtain in the future in the crim courts (see section 16 of the Criminal 
Appeal Act, 1907). The council have brought the matter to the notice of 
the Lord Chancellor, and are glad to learn that his lordship is favourable 
to the principle of having official shorthand writers for all divisions of the 
High Court, but considers that the details of any echeme for the purpose 
would be difficult, and would require very careful consideration, and, 
further, that the Treasury would have to be consulted. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination, held on the 25th and 26th o 


March, 1908 : 
Frest Cass. *Browne, Michael Ernest 
Geach, Robert Robins Butler, Thomas Dacres, B.A. 
Kent, Arthur Cantab.) 
Leonard, Thomas John By waters, Cyril West 
Marsh, Duncan Chalker - Pearse, Alfred, B.A. 
Martin, Leslie Commerford a 
Radley, Oswald Alfred *Ch 1, Arnold, B.A. (Camb.) 
Rose, Charles Edward *Clerk, Aylmer Gustavus 
Smith, David Clifton, John 
allace, Thomas , William Hutchinson 
Passep. : Arthur 
*Badshah, Cecil Pierson John Theodore 
Becker’ Holroyd Birkett Ps eg lane Ubacien, 
Barker, t 
*Bonnor- Maurice, Teuan Compton- i BA, 
Broad, John Moxon (Oxon.) 
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Copley, Alfred Beresford 

Davis, Charles Frederick 

*Dickinson, James 

*Dickinson, Walter Stanley 

Donaldson, Douglas Hudson 

Dunn, John Robert Collard 

Elias, Tom Millward 

Ellis, Frank Raphael 

Ezekiel, Moses Samson 

*Gawith, Samuel Anderson, 
(Oxon.) 

Goff, Hugh 

Gornall, Arthur Hamilton 

Harries, Frank Shearme 

Hindle, Frank 

Hingston, Harold 

“Holding, Harold Evelyn, 
(Oxon.) 

Holt, George Richard 

Hornby, Claude Henry 

Hunnybun, Gerald Norman 

*Jackson, Herbert Smith 

*Jenkins, Frank Harold 

Johnson, Percy Edward John 

Kerr, Malcolm Colin 

Lake, Reginald St. George 

*Layfield, Alan 

Letts, Alfred Edmund Harrison Ebbs 

Locking, Thomas Edgar 

McKaig, John Bickerton, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

*Mason, Charles Farebrother 

Melly, Reginald Ernest 

Middleton, James Taylor 

*Morgan, Robert Naunton Wingfield 


No. of Candidates ... 120 


B.A. 


B.A. 


Moses, Zachariah Benjamin 

Nicholas, Rees William 

*O’Connor, Denis Harrington 

Pearson, Thomas Howell 

Sale, Richard Lander 

*Sanderson, Lancelot 

Sargeant, Frank Clifford 

*Sayers, William Warwick 

Smith, Algernon 

*Smith, Thomas Oswald 

Spooner, Richard Hugh Meredith 

*Tanfield, Arthur Reginald 

Teal, Fred Whiteley 

Thomas, Idwal Heywel 

*Thompson, Percy Langhorn 

*Thompson, Reginald Paul 

Thompson, Thomas 

Tolhurst, Alfred Buckland 

Townend, Wilfred 

Ward, Harold Matthais Arthur, 
B.A. (Camb.) 

Wardlaw, David Christian 

*Wardley, Frank 

Whall, Edward Lionel Haversham 

Whitelegge, Christopher Horsley 

Wilkinson, Charles Leyburn 

Willcox, George Harold 

Williams, David Emrys, 
(London) 

Williams, Douglas Lionel Gwynne 

Williams, Owen Jones 

Williams, Philip 

Wintle, Harold Carl 

Young, Edwin Victor 


B.A. 


Passed... 91 


* These candidates have to satisfy the Examiners in Accounts and 
Book-keeping before receiving a certificate. 


CanpipaTes ror Examination 1n Accounts AND BooK-KEEPING ONLY. 


Andrew, Richard Hynman, LL.B. 
Camb.) 
Banks, Ernest Henry, B A., LL.B. 


(Camb.) 

Barry, Louis Charles 

Berridge, Noel 

Bradley, Micah Gedling, B.A. 
(Camb.) 


Card, John Victor 
Edgar, Kobert Gerald, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Goold, Sidney William Pearson, 

B.A. (Oxon.) 
No, of Candidates ... 


22 


Johnson, Edwin Holme 
Lockhart, Lewis Alexander King 
Moser, Edward 

Poppleton, Bernard Eyre 

Price, Lionel Lewis 

Radcliffe, William Dawbarn 
Shaw, Hugh Wyberg 

Shiel, George Gerard, B.A. (Oxon. ) 
Veevers, Charles Harrison 
Waugh, Thomas Henry 

White, Thomas Humble 

Willis, George Bertram 


Passed... 20 


By order of the Council, 


E. W. Wiuramson, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 10th April, 1908. 





FINAL 


EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphbetical order) ware 


successful at the Final Examination, 


1908 : 
Armfield, Albert Ashby 
Attenborough, Samuel Bernard 
Bannehr, Harold James Thomas 
Barber, Cyril 
Batchelor, Spencer Mar'in Fyckholt 
Beith, Gilbert. B.A. (Camb.) 
Best, James Flower 
Blyth, Samuel Francis Peter, B.A. 

(Camb.) 
Bracewell, Arthur Armistead 
Brown, Frederick William Grey 
Butler, Clifford Hicks, B.A (Oxon.) 
Carr, Arthur 
Carter, Walter 
Churchill, Ernest Frank 
Cook, George Nicholson 

, Junius Minett 

Cottam, Albert 
Coupe, William Henry 
Cowley, George Hamilton Ivens 


Crafter, Herbert George Edward 

Crickett, George Walton 

Cunningham, Bertram Stephen 
Rowsell 

Davies, Joseph 


Dent, Edward Joseph 
Devey, Thomas Valentine 
J Cecil 


Drayton, Conrad Hampden 
Eager, P:rcy George 


held on the 23rj and 24'h of March, 


Ellis, Charles Harold 

Everard, Hugh Martin 

Eves, Harold 

Fort, Harold Mellor 

Glynn, Dashper Henry, B.A. (Camb.) 

Gold, Reginald Elijah 

Greaves, Thomas 

Hewitt, Thomas Swinton 

Hill, William, B.A. (Camb.) 

Hirst, Gerald Vardy 

Ingoldby, Frederick John Millar 

Jackson, Arthur Graham 

Jeffreys, John Gywn, B.A. (Camb.) 

Jelf, Herbert William, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Jones, Thomas Clifford 

Jordan, Fred Alma 

Kafka, Emil Julius, B.A. (Camb.) 

Kenworthy, Robert 

Knowles, Edwin Arthur 

Lambert, William Ashcroft 

Lee, Henry 

McCall, Harold William Lockhart, 
B.A. (Camb.) 

Mason, Albert Deards 

Morgan, Wilfrid William Minshull 

Nance, Andrew 

Pawlyn, James Hawkins 

Phelips, Edward Frederick, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Pilbrow, Albert Horace 





Turner, Frederick Bentley, LL.B. 


(Lond.) 
Varley, John, LL.B. (Victoria) 
Vaudrey, Claude Henry Slade 
Warr, rge Godfrey, M.A. (Oxon.) 
Watts, Edwin Littledike 
Wickham, William Noel 
Williams, Guy 
Williams, Joseph James 


Ray, Richard Cyril, B.A. (Camb.) 
R George Alfred, M.A. 
(Camb.) 


Ritson, John George 

Salisbury, Arthur Charles 

Shenton, William Edward Leonard 
Snow, Henry Bar 

Styring, Allan Hovey 

Styring, Cyril 


Talbot, Hugh Cecil, LL.B. (Lond.) Wilson, Harold Graham, B.A, 
Tarbet, Claud Edward, B.A. (Camb.) 
(Camb.) Wright, Shirley Harold 
Taylor, Lewis Walter Wynne, James 
No. of Candidates ... 136 Passed 78 


By order of the Council, 
E. W. Wuttameon, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery Lane, 10th April, 1908. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Arrnur E. Git, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a Metro- 
politan Police Magistrate in the place of Mr. E. N. F. Fenwick, who has 
been compelled to retire by ill-health. 


Mr. Davin Lioypy-Georee, solicitor, who has been appointed Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, was born in Manchester. He was educated at a Welsh 
elementary school in Carnarvonshire, and was admitted in 1884, and at 
the present time is a member of the firm of Messrs. Lloyd-George, Roberts, 
& Co., Queen Victoria street. 

Sir Henry Fow er, G.C.S8.I., who has been made a Viscount, is the son 
of the Rev. Joseph Fowler. He was admitted in 1852, and is a member of 
the firm of Messrs. Fowler, Langley, & Wright. He has sat for Wolver- 
hampton since 1880, and has at various periods been Under-Secretary of 
the Home Department, Financial Secretary to the Treasury, President of 
the Local Government Board, and Secretary of State for India. In 1905 
he was made Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster—an office which he 
retains. He was created G.C.S.I. in 1895. 





Notes. 


We are informed that the followiug names of solicitors who were invited 
by Sir Henry Kimber, M.P., and Sir William Bull, M.P., to sign the 
protest against the Licensing Bill which we published last week have to bs 
added. ‘Their signatures did not come to hand in time for the main list: 
Eustace G. Boulting, 8. Crossley, Jonathan Knowles, Philip H. Coxe; 
Currie, Williams, & Williams ; Parker, Garrett, Holman, & Howden; E. 
Alexander Pope, Wm. Watson Rutherford, Arthur Swift. 


At the Southampton Quarter Sessions, the Recorder (Mr. Temple Cooke), 
in charging the grand jury, said that in the course of one of the cases a 
point was raised before the magistrates of very considerable importance, 
one he had had before him on other occasions and in other courts, and on 
which he had a very strong feeling—the question whether in indictable 
cases the prosecution should be conducted in the police-court by the chief 
constable. As a matter of convenience, undoubtedly there was a good 
deal to be said in favour of that system. The chief constable, of course, 
was in possession of the facts ; he knew thoroughly well what the witnesses 
were going to say, and he was always present in court in the ordinary 
pursuance of his duties; but the objections to the practice, in his 
judgment, far outweighed these advantages, and he thought that the 
authorities in the town were very much to be congratulated upon the 
course which he understood they had adopted — namely, to pass a 
resolution that the prosecution should be conducted by someone else than 
the chief constable. This question has been considered by the judges, 
and he had had the opportunity of looking up some of the cases. He 
remembered one which took place at Winchester, a very important case, 
which was tried before Mr. Justice Hawkins, and eventually went to the 
Court of Crown Cases Reserved, where Lord Cleridge said that he entirely 
agreed it was a bad practice fur the police officer, who was the general 
officer of the law, to appear as advocate in courts of justice. It appeared 
to him that there was a very great difficulty in holding it should bs done 
by the justices or their clerk, as that would make m igistrates prosecutors 
and judges in the cases, and how could they possibly elicit facts of which 
they had not, and ought not to have, any previous kuowledge, and if they 
did who was to decide on the admissibility of the evidence? He thonght 
the true solution had been arrived at in Southampton by the resolution 
passed that in all indictable cases the town clerk should appear to conduct 
the prosecution. He would take the opportunity of saying that he was 
glad to think that seg oe 9 tm had taken a lead in this matter, which did 
require the action that had been taken there. 





General. 


Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence has, says the Zimes, returned to London 
from the Cardiff Assizes, but, as he is suffering from a severe chill he will 
not resume his seat in court until after the Easter Vacation. 

Earl Cawdor has, says the TZimes, resigned the chairmanship of the 
Carmarthenshire Quarter Sessions, which he has held for twenty-three 
years. He was the successor in that position of the Earl of Halsbury, 
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The record fee of £2,000 is, says the Kvening Standard, marked on the 
brief of Mr. Rufus Isaacs, K.C., who is leading counsel for the Lancashire 
Fire Insurance Co. in the action arising out of the earthquake in Jamaica. 

It is announced that in Appeal Court No. 1, at the ensuing Easter 
Sittings, cases in the new trial paper will be taken on and after Wednesd 
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Court Papers. 


CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 





ys 
the 29th inst., and in Appeal Court No. 2 Chancery final appeals will be 
proceeded with on and after the same date. 


The following commission days have been fixed by Walton and Jelf, JJ., 
for the Summer Assizes on the South-Eastern Circuit: Huntingdon, 
Monday, May 25 ; Cambridge, Wednesday, May 27; Bury St. Edmunds, 
Saturday, May 30; Norwich, Friday, June 5; Chelmsford, Saturday, June 
13; Hertford, Saturday, June 20; Lewes, Thursday. June 25; Maidetone, 
Saturday, July 4; Guildford, Tuesday, July 14. Me. Justice Walton will 
take the first part of the circuit up to and including Chelmsford, and Mr. 
Justice Jelf will go to the somnatalen places. 


The elevation of Sir Henry Fowler and of Mr. Morley to the rank, not 
of Barons but of Viscounts, is, says the Westminster Gazette, in accordance 
with the more recent practice by which statesmen who have filled the 
great office of one of the Principal Secretaries of State or the position of 
Speaker of the House of Commons are on their creation as peers made 
Viscounts, inasmuch as it has b2en considered as scarcely consistent with 
the dignity of their former offices that they should be the most junior of 
the barons in the Honse of Lords. The Lord Chancellor, whose office is 
of still greater dignity, is on elevation to the peerage created a baron, 
although a Chancellor, as in the cases of Lords Cairns, Selborne, and 
Halsbury, is frequently advanced to an earldom. 


In a case heard at the Cardiff Assizes concerning mining royalties, the 
defendant, who acted as his own counsel, was, says the Evening Standard, 
assisted by his daughter, aged twenty. This lady—Miss Rees—sat beside 
him making very cireful notes, and sometimes writing out questions which 
she passed to her father to be put to the witnesses. Miss Rees was later 
put into the box as a witness, and when the judge said to her father, 
‘* What is she? ’’ he replied: ‘* I hope some day she will be called to the 
bar, my lord.’”” Mr. Abel Thomas, K.O., who was for the other side, 
said: ‘‘ She has a great knowledge of law, my lord.’’ Her father was so 
interested in evidence that he forgot himself once and called the judge 
‘*my dear,’’ to the amusement of Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence and the 
court. Miss Rees and her father lost their case. 


The American Journal of International Law, writing on the recent Hague 
Conference, says that: ‘‘ When the finished work of the conference shall 
be examined it will be found to have reached some important results. 
Some of them are as follows: The conference has perfected the method of 
instituting commissions of inquiry, such as that which worked so satis- 
factorily in adjusting the dispute between Great Britain and Russia on 
account of the ‘Dogger Banks’ incident during the late Russo-Japanese 
war. While it was not possible to secure an agreement for a definite 
method of interposition by the m:diation of friendly Powers between two 
nations threatening hostilities, the conference did strengthen the 
expression of the nations aa to the desirability of resorting to 
that step to prevent or delay war. Important amendments have 
been made in the treaty of arbitration of 1899, so as to make a resort to 
The Hague Court more easy and to improve its methods of procedure. 
An agreement was reached respecting an international prize court of 
appeal, so that neutral powers and individuals may appeal their cases 
from the court of the belligerent to an impartial tribunal. The laws and 
customs of war on land have been still further ameliorated in extension of 
the action of the first conference; the duty of belligerents in opening 
hostilities has been more clearly defined, as well as the rights and duties 
of neutrals; and new rules have been framed governing naval warfare, 
and the provisions of the Geneva Convention of 1864 have been extended 
to it.” 


At the Liverpool police-ccurt, on the 9th inst., says the Times, before Mr. 
W. J. Stewart, stipendiary magistrate, William Stanley Vaughan, aged 35, 
of independent means, residing in Jockley-lane, Wallasey, Cheshire, was 
charged on remand with shooting with intent to murder Mr. James 
Wilcox Alsop, solicitor, a member of the Liverpool City Council, in his 
office, 14, Castle-street, on the 13th of February. Mr. Duder, the 
prosecuting solicitor, stated that Mr. Alsop’s firm had a business connec- 
tion with the prisoner’s father from 1869 until his death in 1875. All his 
property with the exception of £100 was left to the prisoner, who was 
then two years of age. When the prisoner came of age in 1894 the 
property was vested in him, and, through Messrs. Alsop’s office, the 
property was sold, the last transaction being in 1903. In 1904 the prisoner 
began to write a series of letters to Messrs. Alsop annoyivg them, and he 
also communicated with the firm through other solicitors, making inquiries 
as to the property. In the first week of February the prisoner met Mr. 
Alsop as he was entering the Town Hall, and asked something about the 
property, at the same time making use of language which Mr. Alsop 
interpreted to mean threats of physical violence. At five o'clock in the 
afternoon of the 13th of February Mr. Alsop was called from the private 
room in his office to the —— in the general office, As he was passing 
through two shots were fired at him from a revolver by the prisoner, who 
was standing near the entrance door. One shot struck the telephone-box 
in a line with Mr. Alsop’s head, and the other shot entered Mr. Alsop’s 
arm, causing a serious wound. 
Mr. Alsop said that his firm gave the prisoner all the information about 
the property in their power. When arrested the prisoner said, ‘‘I did 
not intend to murder him.’’ The prisoner had two revolvers and a number 
of cartridges in his possessicn, He was committed to the assizes for 





In reply to Mr. Quilliam, for the defence, 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasetie.—Farvay, April 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep in Cuanozer. 


BarouTatt Sri1ca Co, Liurrap—Creditors are required, on or before May 10, to send their 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t> Francis William 
Bonnets & Ferris, C sleman st, liquidator 


Pixley, 58, Coleman st. solors to liq 
Carpirr axp County Moror Co, Limrrep —Creditors are requi on or before May 27, to 
send their nam2s and and the particalars of their so or caims, to Geo. F. 


Willett, 2, Church st, Cardiff, liquidator 
F. V. Ware & Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented April 6, direct i to be 
heard on April 29. Claremont & Haynes, Bloomsbury sq, solors for petners. Notices of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in ths afcsracon of 
April 28 


Gambier, Tous, & Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 6, to smi 
their names and addi and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edmund 
David White, 17 and 18, Browa’s bldgs, Liverpool, liquidator 

Hevoes, Liurrep—Petn for wi up, presented April 6, directed to be heard April 29. 
Crowders & Co, Lincola’s inn , solors f or petaers, Notise of appearing must roach 
the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afteraoon of April 28 

Josern R, Temeceman & Co, Liurren—Creditors are meat, on or before July 1, to sent 
their names and addresses, and the lars of debts or claims, to Herbert J. 
Page, 21, Ironmonger In. Geare & Willis, solors for liquidator 

Puuipo Mixixa Co, Luuten—Creditors are required, on or before May 25, to sexd their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fred V. Mills, 2), 
Bucklerebury, liquidator 


Soura-West Ranpr Mives, Liwrreo—Creditors are required, on or before May 23, to sent 
their names and the particulars of c debts or claims, to Frederick 
William Wicks, 317, Winchester House, Old Broad st, liquidator 


Vo.ewire, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 25, to send their names and 
‘ the alars of their debts or claims, to Wm. Chatterton Milton, 

Dunster House, Mark In, Middleditch, London wall, solor for liquidator 

West Araican Sxovatties Co, Linrrep—Creditors are mynd, on or before May 25, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy 
Arthur Casserley, 7, Southampton st, Holborn, liquidator 

Ww. & Taos. May, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 4, to send in their 
names and addresses, with lars of their debts or claims, to Juha Gregury, 24, 
Norfolk row, Sheffield, liq: 

Woop Broruers (Maxcuesrer), Lintrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 3), 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Thorpe Wood, 2, Booth st, , liquidator 


London Gasette.—Tusspar, April 14. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep m Caawozeyr. 
Bompay pipe Fh Lane are a on phy - faye 
names resses particulars claims, . Hennings, 
Gore st, Piccadilly, heater, liquidator 


Mapacascar Syxpicars, Liutreo—Creditors are required, on or before May 15, tos: 
in their mames and addresses, and the ulars 


partic of their debts 
Frederick Keer, 13, Austin Friars 
Mavatcr Hassaw & Co, Luarep—C-editors are required, on or be’ore May 26, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clauns, to 
Hedworth, 32, Queen st, Manchester, liquidator 
M cee ype ee are required, on or before 


a dresses, and Fe ate | theie debts or claims, to Robert Heary Wheeler, 
Crown Mills, Stoke Newington Vallance & Co, Bishopagate st Withia, solors to 
to 


sé 


S 
: 


liquidator 


Mica Borier Covertne Co, Linrren—Petn for winding up, presented April 19, directed 
be heard April 29. King & Co, Queen Victoria st, for Clayton & Gibson, Neweastle 
upon Tyne, solors for petmer. Notice of a must reach ihe above-mamed not 


later than six o'clock in the afternoon of April 28 

Newmarxet Barus anv Lauxpay Co, Liurrep—Creditors are 
May 7, to send their names and address s, and the particulars of 
to Thomas Wilkins, 21, Gt 8t Helen's, liquidator 


Parest Examet Watt Prate Co, L'urrep — Creditors are required, on or before May 25, 
to send their names and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, to Mr. 
Stanley Pearson, 13, Spring gdns, Manchester. Addleshaw & Co, Manchester, solor 


P 
liquidator 
Sroxe Newixotow Tugataz, Linrrep—Creditors are req before June 8, to 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their to 

ow napa Palace, Stoke Newington, Amery-Parkes & Co, Fleet st, solois for 


“Srrovano.p” Piawyo Frame Syspwars, 
required, on or before May 5, to send their 
their debts or c'aims, to Adam Scott, 6, Lawn rd, Hampstead liquidator 

Surrox, Hoimes, & Co, pa gre a are required, on or before Bog 3 


their names and particulars of their debts or claims, 
Greenhalgh 19, otal se; Holton, leidator 


Limrrep (m Laigurpation)—Creditors 
Rvniyet Fg 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette,—Fripar, April 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asn, Joux, Longton, Accountant Longton Pet April 6 
Ord April 6 as sibel 


Arkinsow, Atvent Anruun, Great Grimsby, Butcher 
Great Grimsby Pet April6 Ord Aprilé 

Bayty, Epwarp ee, Leicester pl, Westminster, Hotel 
Manager Court all mls Ord April 8 

Boorn, y+ olay 


orks, Joiner Wakefield 
Pet April8 Ord ape 8 
Brapsuaw, Jou, ot, Poole, Dorset, Grocer Poole 
Pet April8 Ora Apri 
Brooker, Jesse, Sushass, Kent, Coal Merchant Rochester 
Pet April7 Ord April 7 
Catienper, George Mansnatt, Victoria st, Westminster, 
Bitumea Manufacturer High Court Pet Dec 24 Ord 


pril 7 

Catianpea, WM, Queen Victoria st, ae. Manufacturer 
Hi Pet Janis Ord A 

Caoi metry, Hexay Watpo, Kemble, Cizencester, Glos 

on Pet April 8 Ord Apri! 

Creaven, Farpericx Wituiam, i Fish Frier Luton 
P Ord April 6 

Coox, Aurrep, Balsall Heath, tna, Baker Bir- 
mingham Pet April 6 Ord April 6 

Cooxe, Jouw Wituiam, Leeds, Confectioner Leeds Pet 
April4 Ord April 4 

Datrtox, Wit1iam, Spalding, Liucs, Butcher Peterborough 
Pet April 6 Ord April 6 


Evans, Tartiz Marianne, Bognor, Art Needlework Dealer 
Hastings Pet March 14 Ord ‘April 7 


Fantuam, Hagay, Rumney, — Licensed Victualler 
Cardiff Pet April7 Ord April 
Farck, Ospert Sxaw, West Bridgford, Notts Nottingham 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Gaay, Wituiam, Altrincham, Chester, Grocer Manchester 
Pet April 7 Ord April 7 


Haut, Freperice, Clarendon st, Somers Town, Baker 
High Court Pet March 13 Ord April 6 

Hassatt, Joszru, Burton Joyce, —, Corn Merchant 
Nottingham Pet April8 Ord April 

Hensuaw, Roseart. Tonyrefail, Glam, Railway Signalman 
Pont; Pet April? Ord April 7 

eT Joux, Normanton Wakefield Pet April 6 

6 


Hier, Batpwin Hewry, ay Glam, Grocer 
Pontypriad Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Hirtos, Watter Janes, West Bromwich, Suen, Baker 
West Bromwih Pet April8 Ord Api 

Horry, Joun Frever-c, Kingston upon Hull, Clerk King- 
ston upon Hull Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Jackson, Joun, Harborne, Birmingham, Painter Birming- 
ham Pet April 6 Ora April 6 

Jackson, Sypney Joszra, Woolwards, Mountnessing,Eesex, 
Farmer Chelmsford’ Pet March 19 Ord April6é 

Jeyxinsox. Ropert, Ranskill, ee Maltster Lin- 
coln Pet April? Ord April 7 

Juap, Tuomas, Itchen, Southampton, p Saeenanytee South- 
ampton Pet April7 Ord April 

Kew ey, Tuomas, Kingston upon =. Sack Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull Pet March 26 Ord April 8 

Laxoton, Coaries James, ae Hill, Clerk High 
Court Pet Jan 15 Ord April 8 

Macxenziz, Ausrry Covenrry, Lincoln, Cycle Dealer 
Li Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Merzxeex, Wittiam Joux, Hither Green In, Lewisham, 
Fruiterer Greenwich ‘Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Mowx, Wittiam Pearce, Swindon, Baker Swindon Pet 
April8 Orda April 8° 

Morea, Grorcr, South Cornelly, a Glam, Labourer 
Cardiff Pet April 6 Ord April 6 

Picxanrp, Jonw Fresman, Southend on fea, Essex Chelms- 
ford Pet April 6 Ord April 6 

Poous, Epwarp ete aera Wilts, Grocer Frome Pet 
April8 Ord Ap: 

Resow, Hecror sate Geld Eaton pl Windsor Pet 
Dec 20 Ord April 4 

Ricnarpsox, Grorrrey Gorvon, Norwich Norwich Pet 
Feb 18 Ord April 4 

Risrix, Wakes, Kingston upon Hull, a Frier Kingston 
upon Hall Pet April8 Ord A 

Rossiss, Wi.114m, Horfield, Buis' rm cr Greengrocer Bristol 
Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Rupeevereix, Apaanam Maurice, New Peres Mon, 
Jeweller Tredegar Pet March 28 Ord April 

Bamontt, Faepenick James, Somerleyton rd, aie 
Fruiterer High Court Pet April 8 Ord April 8 

Srexgcucey, samme, Lincoln, Builder Lincola Pet April 6 
Oud April 6 


Trioxer, CHARLES yoy Gainsborough, Baker Lincoln 
Pet April6 Ord April 6 
Censors Eu, aay hee General Dealer Wol- 
April 8 Ord April 8 
—, oy Breit, Carter Bradford Pet April 7 
Ord April 7 


WarTens, — ys Southville, Bristol, Butcher’s Assistant 
Bristol Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Weatoate, de Exsest, Romford, Essex, Builder 
Chelmsford Pet March 17 Ord April 6 

‘Wr114Ms, Avoysivs, 8t Helens, Lancs, Hatter Liverpool 
Pet March 18 Ord April 7 

Wane, ss Turormiuvs Witttam, — hill, Lewisham 
Greenwich Pet Feb13 Ord April 

Woes, . — ews Saddler centey Pet March 16 


Woop, Witiiam, > enn Outfitter Sheffield Pet 
April 3 Ord A 


Woop, Wits tl Hants, Auctioneer 


Pet Deo di “Ord “yeh 





Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 18: 
Rossow, Wit, Eaton, nr Comes Cheshire, Farmer 
Macclesfield Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 1 


Amended notice substituted for that pat in the 
London Gazette of March 2 


Evawys, Tuomas Tsaac, Bedlinog, —_, ha Merthyr 
Tyafil Pet March 11 Ord March 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 3 : 


Wirsox, Hexry Bixouam, Sale, Cheshi Cc ial 
Traveller Manchester Pet Feb21 Ord March 2 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Axpersos, Arraur Josern, Luton, fray ag pro May 6 
at 3 Chamber of Commerce, 29, Ki 

Anava, sane Freverick, Blackpool, J Joiner April 23 
atll Off Ree, 13 Winckley st, Preston 


Bayty, Epwarp Warxon, Leicester Pa Hotel Manager 
April 24at12 Bankruptcy ute. Ge ey st 

Bowers, (saac, lreby, Cumberland, Grocer YA Dril 24 at 11,30 
34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Brooxer, Jesse, Burham, Kent, Coal Merchant April 27 
at 12.15 115, High st, Reche ter 


Catienpek, Grorck Marsaa tt, Victoria st, Westmins‘er, 
Bitumen Manufacturer April 23 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Catiexver, W M, Queen Victoria st, Paper Manufacturer 
April 23 at 12. "30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Carr, Roperr, Witton le Wear, Durham, Amusem>nt 
Caterer April 23 at 3.560 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sun- 
derland 

Cooke, Jonx Wiiu1am, Leeds, Confectioner April 23 at 11 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Dawson. Tuomas, Bolton, Builder April 21 at 3 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 

oa Wa ter, Bedford, a April 22 at 12.30 Of 

ec, Bridge’ st, Northampton 

WL Tuomas T, Northwich, Cheshire, Bank Cle:k 
April 23at12 Off Reo, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Fawcett, James, Coventry, Commission Agent April 23 
at3 8, High st, Coventry 

Forrest, JAMES, Rhyl, Fiint, Reataurant Keeper April 21 
at lz Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Grerenstape, CnHaries, Yetminster, Dorset, Saddler 
April 21 at 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

Hat, Farperick, Clarendon st, Somers youn, Baker 
April 23 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hares, Fearperick Wituiam, Chilworthy, Holsworthy, 
Devon, Horse Dealer April 29 at 3,15 94, High at, 
Barnstaple 

Harnis, Joun, Atherton, Lancs, Colliery Fireman April 18 
atll 19, ‘Exchange at, Bolton 

Haneis, RICHARD, Chichester, Boot Maker April 30 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Hesziort, Joux, Normanton April 23 at 11 Off Rec, 6, 
Bond ter, Wakefield 

Hewxix, Hexsert, Urmston, Lancs April 23 at 2.30 Off 

, Byrom st, Manchester 

Jurp, Tuomas, Itchen, Southampton, Greengrocer ern 
22 at 11 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
Southampton 

Layeoton, Caartes James, Winchmore Hill, Clerk por 
24 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lewis, Wittiam, Hendre, Tregain. Anglesey, Farmer 
April 22 at 2 Bull Hotel, Llangefni 

Parker, Fraycis Jouy, and Ricuagp Harry Parxer, 
Derby, Painters April 23 at 11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, 
Jer’ 

Rowe, « Faepenick, Palmerston rd, Wood Green, 
Builder’ s Merchant April Matiz 14, Bedford row 

Row.anps, Tomas, Langharne, Carmarthen, Licensed 
Victuailer April 22 at 12.30 Off Kec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 

Turner, Eavest, Bradford, Carter April 22 at 11 Off 
Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Wanknres, bay Hewsry, Denton, — Hatter April 23 
at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manches' 

Wess, oumaaes SDWARD, ton. _ = Manufacturer 
April 22 at 12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Werks, AnTave, and Henry Werks, Penrith, Cumberland, 
Grocers April 24 at 11.45 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Wiuuis, Berpart Samvst, Leamington, Warwick, Agent 
April 24 at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham. 

Wusos, Heyayr Bixonas, Sale, Cheshire, Commercial 
Traveller April 23 at 3.30 Cf Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
cheater 

Waicar, Witturam Joux, Museum mans, Gt Russell st, 
Bloomsbury, Accountant April 27 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of April 7: 


Taytor, Mavupe Locra, Seaford, Sussex, School 
April 15 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arsotp, Stantzy CHARLES 7, Essex, Clothier 
Chelmsford Pet Feb14 Ord April’4 

Asu, Jous, , Accountant Stoke upon Trent Pet 
April 6 ‘April 6 

—-, Peete Argtuur, Great State, Butcher 
Great Grimsby Pet April6 Ord Aprilé 

Booru, naleek: South Elmsall, Yorks, Joiner Wakefield 
Pet April8 Ord A 





April 8 
Barapsuaw, ara ey Poole, Dorset, Grocer Poole 
Pet April 8 Ord 
Buooxen, Jesse, Burham, Kent, Coal Merchant Rochester 
Pet April? Ord April7 
Cuotmetey, Henry Waxvo, Kemble, Cirencester Swindon 
q Pet April April 8 


8 Ord 





Corus, Witt1am, Lamb st, Spitalfields, Salesman High 
Gout Bo March Ord th, Sirmingham, 

Cree Rony fe nnde O. a remy Baker Bir- 

Cox, gone, Wee. Leeds, Confectioner Leeds Pet 


Ocean Ropert 8, nto, Uckfield, Sussex Lewes 
Pet Feb7 Ord April 6 

Dusent WIuiam, Spalding, Lines, Butcher Peterborough 
Pet April6é Ord april 6 

Day, Ricuarp Aaron Eowasp, Brixton rd, Brixton, 
Estate Agent High Court Pet awe Ord April 6 

Eowarps, Mascaret, Aberys'wyth, Cardigan, Butcher 
Aberystwyth Pet April 6 Ord March 23 

Exus, Eowin Rowcayp, Denmark h:ll, Camberwell gn, 
Auctioneer High Court Pet Sept 12 Ord April 3 

Fastaam, Harry, Rumney, —" Licensed Victualler 
Cardiff Pet April 7 Ord Pgs 

Fiemixec, Rosert, Mitre Aligue, Builder High 
Court Pet March 16 Ont’ "April 

Gray, Wittiam, Altrincham, nine Grocer Manchester 
Pet April 7 Ord April7 

Hassatu, Jossra, Burton Joyce, yee Corn Merchant 
Notti Pet April8 Ord A 

Hensuaw, Ropeat, Tonyrefail, Glom, Railway Signalman 
Pontypridd Pet April7 rd April 7 1 

Heraiott, Joux, Normanton Wakefield Pet April 6 
Ord April 6 

Hier, — Pee Foutoveanh, Glam, Grocer 

— no ng Ord April 7 

Hitton, Water phen West Bromwich, Baker West 
Bromwich Pet April8 Ord Apr.il8 

Hurry, Jonw Faepeaic, Kingston upon by Clerk 
Kingston upon Hull Pet April? Ord April 7 

JACKSON, ss Ry Harborne, Ripminahasn, Painter Bir- 


min 6 Ord Apr 
JENKINSON, Been skil), Noite, Maltster Lincoln Pet 
April? Ord April 


Jom. Tuomas, Itchen, Southampton, Greeigrocer South- 
hampton Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Kenpatt, Aurrep, High st, South Norwood, Green- 
grocer Croydon Pet Jan 24 Me | 4 ril 7 

Kew ty, hapa Kingston upon Sack Merchant 
Kingsto. Hull Pet March rs Ord April 8 

Krys, Bossy, 1 mond rd, Thornton Heath, Civil Servant 
Croydon pet April 3 Ord April 8 

Mackenziz, Ausraey Coventey, Lincoln, Cycle Dealer 
Lincoln Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Maartix, Eowiy, Oxted, Surrey, Builder Croydon Pet 
March 24 Ord April 7 

Merzner, Wiiuramn Joux, Hither Green In, Lewisham, 
Fruiterer Greenwich Pet A = a Ord April 7 

Monk, Witiiam paenen, Swin Baker Swiadon Pet 
April8 Ord Aprils 

Morcas, Georee, South Cornelly, 7, Glam, Labourer 
Cardiff Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 

Park, Avpert A.rarp, and Amy Hawnan Dorrievp, 
Slough, Engineers Windsor Pet March 11 Ord April 2 

Pickarp, Joux Frareman, Southend on Sea Chelmsford 
Pet 6 Ord april 6 

Pirman, <— Geararp, Dingley rd, City rd, Upholsterers 

immi Manufacturer High "Court ‘Pet April 6 

Ord April 6 

Poorz, Epwarp, bm 1p Wilts, Grocer Frome 
Pet April 8 Ord April 8 

Paatt, Exnest Atreep, paw In, or Oxford, Builder 
Oxford Pet Feb18° Ord April 

Risers, "Wacken, Kingston pon all Fis , Fish Fryer Kingston 
upon H Soe? 2 

Rossins, W1Lt1aM, Horfield, Bris 
Pet Aprilé Ord April 6 


Phileas tis Bristol 


Rorsr, Epwix, Beckenham, Surgeon Croydon Pet 
March 17 Ord April 8 
Ross, Arruur, Upper Chapman st, St Gooape’s in the East 


pper 

High Court Pet March 11 Ord April 

Samuent, Freperick James, etehivies rd, Pataben, 
Fruterer High Court Pet April8 Ord A April 8 

Speecuiey, Jabez, Lincoln, Builder Lincoln Pet April 6 
Ora April 6 

Taicxer, CHARLES Soocee,  aprsemena a Baker Lincoln 
Pet April6é Ord A 

Turvea, ~The Brad: oA Carter Bradford Pet April 7 
Ord April 7 

Vincent, Jamas, Eastbourne, General Smith Eastbourne 
Pet March 23 Ord April 7 

Wa reas, Epwin, Southville, pas. Butcher's Assistant 
Bristol Pet April 6 Ord April 

Wituiams, Avoysivs, 3 1 he dl Hatter Liverpool 
Pet March 18 Ord 

Wituame, Ricuagp ute, , er nr Aberystwyth, 
wry 8 — Dealer ‘Aberystwyth Pet March 
12 

Wis, Herseat , Wheel Leamiogton, Waiwick, Agent 
Birmingham Pet March 17 Ord April 8 

Wisox, Heney Bivanam, fale, Cheshire, Commercial 
Traveller Manchester Pet Feb 21 Ord April 8 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Newuam, Caaries Srencen, Stoneclough, Lancs Bolton 
Adjud Sept 21,1892 Annul April 8, 1908 


London Gazette.—Tunspay, April 14. 
BECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALEXanDER, JOSEPH, i ~y Northumberland, Tanner 
Newcastle on Tyne P et March 27. Ord April 10 

Autex, James Ev.sox, ‘eee. Licensed Vict 
Swansea Pet April i1 Ord April 11 


Ausrzx, AnTuus eye yh Cranleigh, Surrey Guildford 


Pet Nov7 Ord 
Bawsy, Wituam, Grantham, Tailor Nottingham Pet 
April 3 Ord April 9 
Cussen Witu1am, Newcastle on Tyne, Oster Newoastle 
me Pet April 11 Ord April 11 
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Cart Contractor Worcester 


2. ie Soting Worcester, 

om et April 11 ed Apel i 

em. vetas WILttan, rixton. urneys 
man Butcher igh Court Pet April 9 Ord April 9 


Helix rd. Bi Jor 
Dux», ArToug Grgsox, Lichfield, Staffs Walsall Pet 
March 14 Ord April 8 
oa, he 7% prayer Nottingham, Painter Derby 


a Witttam Aatnvun, Abergavenny, Boot Maker 
Tredegar Pet Aprilli Ord April 11 

GetperD, Saran Extzapers, Bradford, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Bradford Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Gurr. James Epuunp, and Sroxey Epxuunp Giw.orr, 
Sheflield, Silversmiths Sheffield Pet April 9 9 Ord 


April 9 
xy, T E, Bride In, Fleet Stationer High Court 
aabet dharoh ip + Ageil 6 ‘i High Court Pet 
vrrHs, AMUEL a10” 
eine et God ewry 


—— Ricaarp 7 Skewen, nr Neath, Painter 
Neath Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

Hansett, Georce WItLtam, Compton Chamberlayne, nr 
Galisbary, Dairyman Dorchester Pet April 8 Ord 
Apr! 

Sinan, Jzssz,and Witt1am Cieac, Wellington mews, 
Ledbury rd, Cab Proprietors High Court Pet’ 
March 25 Ora April 10 

=> Joun STanILanp, sean, Stockbroker Leeds 

t March 23 Ord April 1 

we. Cuar.es, Coldharbour Mi Brixton, aes Seller 
High Court Pet March 25 Ord —> 

Huoues, Epwasp Tuomas, Tunbridge Mi Grocer Tun- 
bridge W Pet April3 Ord April7 

mstone, Builder High Court Pet 

Ord April 10 

Jonzs, ag ee Myu.im, Lianfyllin, Montgomery, Grocer 
Newtown Pet March 28 Ora April 10 

Laory, Taomas, Mapperley, Nottingham, Warehouseman 
Nottingham Pet Aprili0 Ord April 10 

Love.zss, Grorcs Reoivatp, Chilcompton, Somerset, 
Grocer Wells Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

Mitiws, WILLIAM. ees , Derby, Travelling Draper Derby 
Pet April9 Ord 

Mortimer, Davip Joun, elon, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Oaxes, CuasLes Axperson, Cleethorpes, Foreman Brick- 
layer Great Grimsby Pet April Ord April 9 

Pottarp, Grorcz Hewyry, Plaistow, Wholesale Tobac- 
conist High Court Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Poppy, Joax Epwasp, Bedminster, Bristol, Baker Bristol 
Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Ropinson, Caartes Faeperic, 


Ince, J he gry 


Goole, Hardware Dealer 

Wakefield Pet April 10 Oni April 10 

Rosixson, Epwarp Co.ritrs, Mayola rd, Cla , Mining 
Engineer High Court Pet March 18 O April 9 

Ross, Witt1am Samur., Hazelbury Bryan, Dorset, Farmer 
Dorchester Ord April 10 

Scuatcs, Eangst-V, The Avenue, Bedford pk, B N BR 


Aylesbury Pet March 25 Ord April 1 10 

Scuo.ey, Pearcy Ocravios, Thornton Heath,  eees Bank 
Clerk Croydon Pet April9 Ord April 

Souster, Wiitiam, Smethwick, Boot Sresinie West 
Bromwich Pet "April 9 Ord. wig 4 9 

Suits, Atyarp Jacxson, Cosham, Hants, Baker Ports- 
mouth Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Srasies, Jonny, Marple, Cheshire, Pawnbroker Stockport. 
Pet March 30 April 10 

a.) ALFaep James, a Architect Guildford 

Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Wa ren, Tuomas, Coventen, fdcenoed Victualler Coventry 
Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Watson Leicester, Leather Factors Leicester 
Pet March 26 Ord April 9 


wees j Ager ge st, Rope Merchant High 
‘et March 27 9 
Wuseuns & Co, ae 4 erchants High Court 


Pet March 16 Ord April + 
hier Ricuargp, King’s Norton, Worcester, Insur- 

ance —— Birmingham Pet April 9 Ord’ 9 
a, uw Haraisoy, Spa rd, Bermondsey, 

h b+ epee aye High Court Pet April 10 
Wane, Jouw, Ashton under Lyne, Builder Ashton 
under Lyne Pet April® Ord April 9 





Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gadette of April 10 : 
Faron, Ossert Saaw, West Bridgford, Notts Nottingham 
- Pet March 23 “Ord April 6 


Atexayper, Joszrn, umberland, 
April 24at11 Off Ree. 30, Malley ta Nowenstibae tyes 
Arxinson, Atpert Aagtnus, Gt Grimsby, Butcher April 
23 at il Off Rec, 8t Mary's chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Boors, by my South elt, Rie] Joiner —_ 24 at 
11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, W: 


Baavsaaw, Jouy, Peele Dx 

22 at 3.30 ig, Langaeel, Poth gna re rd, rob 

Cuotmatsy, Hexny Wacpo, Kisstin Cirencester April 22 
a ll Off Rec, 38, 


us at 1215 Off Rec, Bridge 

Cuevas, wae Newcastle on April 24 at 
11.30 Ree, 30, cei wie 54 on Tyne 

Coox, Atiees. Balsall H Baker April 
28 at1130 191, Corporation st, Birmi 

Cooprr, ewes WItiiam, Halts rd, Brixton, Butcher 
April 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Epwarps, Marcarsr, A) , Butcher May 12 at 
10.15 Townhall, Aberystw 

Getpeap, Sanan Exizaseta, Bradford, Mineral Water 
Manu: April 24.at11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 


Bradford 

Greoorr, T EB, Bride In, Fleet st, Stationer April 27 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Gairriras, Samoe. Tauzs, Old Jewry April 29 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Groner Wittiam, Compton Chamberlayne, 

ury Sanco net ati Off Rec, ‘City 

Hagnor, Gronox Wis I am, Heckmonawik e, Yorks, Fe 
Merchant 22 at i Off Rec, ieoh tatthen Coe 


poration ot, E 

Heanrsum, Jesesx, and a O.eaa, Wellington me 
Ledbury rd, Cab Proprietors April 28 at 2.30 Bank: 
ru 


Hensuavw, Romane Toayrefail, @ iene, Railway Sigoal- 

’ liwa: 

—_ A 23 at 10,30 Of Rec, t, Office chunbes, 
‘Oni 


Heprna, Joun Stanttanp, Leeds, Stockbroker opi 23 
ati2 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, , Leeds 
Hise, Bacpwis ‘Hexry, Yetradmynac 
April 23 at 11 Off Rec, Post Ofte cheba — 
Hooagwitoa, Maesycwmmer, Draper A orl 24 ype 11.30 
Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Howss, CHARLES, Coldharbour ‘hn, Brixton, 
April 28 at 11 enegg = tem bldgs, Carey st 
Kiogston upon Hull, Clerk April 
‘ork City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 


Inca, ay Pe omer Builder April 28at12 Bank- 
— Tox, Se ek -aneeel April 28 


at 191, Corporation st, 

ed. amie Hivtor, yo nena Hereford, Labourer 
April 22at12 2, Offa st, Hereford 

a, Se ‘and Farperic Jonx Bror Gloucester, 


April25at12 Of Ree, Station rd, 


Hanse 


Horry, Joun a 
25 at 1k Rec, ¥ 
Hull 


Merzxze, Wittiam Joun, Hither "Lewisham, 
Fruiterer April 33at 12 132, York York 2d. "Wesminere? 
Morrerr, Wituam Bveay, , Northumberland, 
Plumber April 22 at il On , 30, Mosley st, New- 


Monk, Went Peanoz, Swindon, Wilts, Baker April 22 

at 1145 Off , 38, Regent circus, Swindon 
Mortimer, Davip ‘oux, Nelson, Glamorgan, Collier A: 

23 at 11.30 Off Rec, Post Office oemen. Pontyp 
Psance, eo Wy Mon, Oil Dealer 

14, Commercial st, New; . Mon 
Powell oat aie, tame 
a 

Poppy, Jou» ag A 4 ter Baker April 
Trax, Waves Ng em eg | P 

Pi ALKER, Kingston Fish 

25 at 11.30 Off Rec, York S Uity Bank chains Lowen 
Rosinsow, Caantes Faspeaic, Goole, Hardware 

April 24 at 11.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 








23 at 
diane, ij ota dnye yom Somerleyton rd, Brixton, 
Fay April 29 at bidgs, Carey st 
Bonotey, Percy Ooravivs, , rd, Heath, 


quer, Beak April 24 at 12 132, Yord m4, 


Suita, ALreep Jackson, Corham, Hants, Baker April 
at 12 —— ‘ Yond =f Sede keene . ” 


Agent April 24 
ati2 Off Newcastle, Staffs 
wean dei April 23 at 12 Of 


Tatcxen, Cuarizs vey rie ok Baker 
23 at 12.30 Of Reo a1, Biver at Beas 
a's J. Eustbourne, 
INCENT, nee tathsane, General Sth April 98 at 2 
Wruse, Anrwcn, Wardour Rope Mercaat April 30:at 
Waexier & ae April 90 at 11 
Wi.c0ck, ates Feta Worcester, Printer April 22 at 12 
me ) a ARRISON one ee Bermon‘sey, Military 
Whip Manufacturer May i at 11 Bankrapicy bidgs, 


Carey st 
Wituass, Ricaarp Owes, Bronant, or Car- 
Tobacco Dealer May 12 at 10. 
Taxoruitus ‘ge Morden hill, Lewisham 
‘April 28 at 11.30 ork rd, Westminster 
Woo: or hy 7 <r 24 at 11.30 Rec, 
Wi Wat Auctioneer we wu 
tS 192, York rd, Page ayAllemto, Ase 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALLes, James aye, Phe moe Licensed Vietualler 
Swansea Pet April 11 Ord April 11 

Baitey, wey Gonthen. Tailor Nottingham Pet 

Baumeartex, Epwa mein on Sea, Essex 
“Gheluseford’ Pet Jen Si Ord Apel 8 


Bayuey, othe Wisin, Wi 
Hotel Manager High Court 8 Ord ll 


ne eye 5 Onde ~ , Bedford, Fish Frier 


trae te Ce oe Newcastle 
RE 3 er Ty Tit ord Apel i 


Maida Hill, 
fetuliee” High Osure “Ord Jan 0 Pet 

Dov Witsam, Helix Abel’ Oat Ape 
Coors, auas Wr Bigh Grice Pet Ape /_ om 


Caons, Witusan, Plymouth, 


Dovs, Wavree, Bedford, Baker Bedford paar o8 


‘et April 11 
Evans, Lititz Mantayre, , Art Needlework Dealer 
Py n. Painter pf 
Pet April 8 "Ord 
Foor:rr, 


ee Hare 
coe ath reg 





nl 
Epxuunp, and Stowsy Eouvep Grt.ot 
tied Berens Sheficld Pet April 9 Ord 


Gout Jods Raga aa Brighton Ord Feb 26 

Hawyey, we Ghseens nur Neath, Painter 
Neath Pet apeil 9 "Ord 

Hawertr, Grones Wittias, Buckland Ni ewton, Dorchester, 
Dairyman Dorchester ge a4 Ord Aprils ~ 

ee = Re yl STANILAND, Stockbroker, Leeds 


Ord April 11 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MOoOORGATSE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTAGLISHED IN 891. 


m.O. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@CENSED PROPERTY. 








A 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS, 


630 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have béen 


supervision of the Corporation. 


ucted under the 


ration anes 








Suitable Insu:ance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


On application. 
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Hooswirce, M, Maesyewmmer, 7 Draper Newport, 
Few Feb 14 Ord April 11 
Hvours, Evwarp Tuomas, Tunbridge Wells, 
Tunbridge Wells Pet April3 Ord April 7 
Lacey, Tuomas, Mapperley, Notte, Warehouseman Not- 
hem Pet April 10 Ord April 10 
lave Soanes Turoporr V acamean, bs tlands, Kent 
h Court Pet Jan6 Ord — 
oe Georce Rectan, Ope Somerset, 
Grocer Wells Pet April9 Ord A 


Grocer 


Miuuiys, Witiram, ~—y ~ ieee Travelling | Draper Derby | 


Pet april9 Ord Ap 

Moraitt, Tuomas, Lioyd’s av, Lory Merchant 
Court Pet March 28 Ord A 

Mortimes, Davip Jous, Nelson Gian, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet April9 Ord April Q 

Oakes, Coantes Anperson, Cleethorpe vosmess Brick- 
layer Gt Grimeby Pet April 9 "Ord Ap ril 

Pitcay Witiiam Istpors, Lower enon, Salford. 
Ladies s’ Costumier Manchester Pet March 12 Ord 


Po.tagp, Gaorce Henry, Plaistow, E-sex, Wholesale 
Tobacconist High Court Pet A ril10 Ord April 10 

Puppy, Jonx Epwanp, Bedminster, Bristol, Baker Bristol 
Pet April9 Ord April 11 

Rosixson, Cuantes Freperic, Goole, Yorks, Hard wa:e 
D ater Wakefield Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Rosranstein, Apranam Maurice, New Tredegar, Mon, 
Jeweller Tredegar Pet March 28 Ord April 11 

Scnorey, Percy Octavius, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Bank 
Clerk Croydon Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

Simister, Witttam, Smethwick, Staffs, st Repairer 
West Bromwich Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

Strurogs, Atrrep James, Guildford, Architect Guildford 
Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Tariey, Water Evwaap, Bromley, Kent, Builder Croy- 
don PetJan3 Od April 10 

Wa rer, Taomas, Coven ocean Victual'er Coventry 
Pet April 10 Ord Apri 

Waserock, Ricnarp, King’s Histon, + Inspector 
Birmingham Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Witxissox, Jonw Hanrnison, Spa rd, Bermondsey, Military 
yo Manufacturer Hig Court Pet April10 Ord 

Woon, Jom, Hanley, Saddler Hanley Pet March 16 


Woop, Wiettas, Sheffield, Sports Outfitter Sh:+ffield Pet 
April3 Ord April10 
Woop, Witu1am Green, Aldershot, Auctioneer Guildford 
Dec 31 Ord April 10 
Warictey, Jonx, Ashton under Lyne, Builder Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Apri! 9 Ord April 9 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


MacNavauton, Marruew, Carlisle, Cycle Dealer Carlisle 
Adjud May 28, 1904 Annu) April 1, 1908 


High 








R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 
IATE EXAMINA 


TIONS ; payment by result. 
—Particulars on application, y or by letter, at 2, 
Hare-court, Temple, 


C. WHITHAM, Solicitors’ 
e and COSTSMAN.—56, Wellclose-mount, Leeds, 





AUDITOR | 


‘ST. ANDREW’S HOSPITAL 


| FOR MENTAL DISEASES, 
NORTHAMPTON. 


For the Upper and ‘Middie Glasses only. 


Presipert : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, E.G. 


This Institution is a R Hospital under the 
Lunacy Act for the reception of private patients of the 
Upper and Middle only, and is in no way 
connected with a County or Borough 
Asyium in which Pauper Patients are 
received. 

It is pleasantly situated, and is surrounded by more than 
100 acres of park ure = 

Terms from 31s. eek, according to the require- 
ments of the case. sitions 

Patients am ged rates can have Special 
Horses aattouk and Private Boome i im the Hospital 
or at Moulton Park, a branch establishment, two miles 
from the Hospital. 

The terms may be reduced in suitable cases on application 
to the Governors on printed forms supplied. For further 
particulars apply to the Medicat Superintendent. 


BRYN-Y- NEUADD HALL, LLANPAIRFECHAN, 
The Seaside House of St. Andrew's Hospital. 
The Hall is beautifully situated in a Park of 280 acres 
close to the sea, and in the midst of the finest scenery in 
North Wales. 

Patients belonging to the Hospital (or Boarders) may go 
for long or short periods. 

For further particulars apply to the Medical Superinten- 
dent, St. Andrew’s Hospital, Northampton. 


INEBRIETY, ABUSE OF DRUGS. 
TOWER + HOUSE, 


AVENUE ROAD, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HIGH-CLASS HOME FOR LADIES. 
(EsTaBiisaep 1834.) 


Excellent Medical References. 
Medical Attendant, A. V. Cranxe, M.A., M.D. (Can‘ab.). 
For terms and particulars apply to Mrs. Miiis. 
Telegrams, *' Theobald,” Leicester. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


eas 4 under the Inebriates Acts. 
Resident Physicians. 


Terms 1} to 3} Guineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R. 
Teleph : P.O. 8, Buntingford. Telegraphic Address : 











YO PARENTS or GUARDIANS.—A Lady, 
residing in Streatham, wishes to obtain a Baby 
ence birth preferred), to bring up with her two children ; 
personal care; a giod refined home. — Apvertiszsr, 
Streatham News” Office, Station-pa’ade, Streatham, 


URNITURE PURCHASED in Large or 
Smal! Quantities for Cash; if desired, Removed and 
Stored, and opportunity of Repurchase given.—Guazizr & 
Sons, Estate Agents, 18, Knightsbridge, Hyde Park-corner 


Established 1760. Tel. No. 2006 Victoria. 
y TANTED to BORROW, for long term at 
33 p r_cent., large sum on tran:fer of exist ng 
Moitgage on Freeheld Esta e valued at three times the 
sum required; od valoation to be ac e: ted; priccipals 
or sdlicitors only.— State iaclusive terms to the act al 
borrowtr, addressing L.sp Ows:r, 4, Grafton-street, 
London, W. 








‘RESIDENT, 


BUNTINGFORD.” 
INEBRIETY. 





MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEIOEBSTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant : te SEVESTRE, M.A. 
} -* o-. Princi: . RILE , Assoc. 
udy o ebri 
lean and Medios’ 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Princi pal. 
TeLtecrarsic Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


EDFORD ROW.—S8uite of Four Offices 
eommunicating, on Ground Floor, good light and 
quiet, in Modern Building, with separate cellar and good 
lavatories ; rent £150 per annum,- Apply Manages, First 
Avenue Hotel. 








The Oldest Insurance 


Office in the World. 











\ 

















Cee Orrice 


Copied trom Policy dated 17%, 








PER3ONAL ACCIDENT, 

SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BORGLARY, 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orricr: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


| N FIRE OFFICE 


Insurances effecied sgainst the following risks :— 


FIRE. 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 
and EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A, W. COUSINS, 


FUNDS IN HAND 


District Manager. 


£2,546,328. 





PLEASURE GRUISES ; 
TO SUNNY LAND 


BY THE 


\ ORIENT COMPAN 
3&8. ‘‘OPHIR,’’ 
6,814 tons; 10,090 horse power, 
15th May to 9th June. 

Visiting VIGO, CADIZ, GIBRALT. 
TANGIER, Las PALMAS, 8A 
CRUZ, MADEIRA, and LISBON. ‘ 
Monagene: F. GREEN & CO. and ANDERSON, ANDER. 

SON, & CO., London. For ge apply to the latter | 

ockspur-strest, 


CANARY 
ISLANDS, 
MADETRA, &c 


firm at 5, Fenchurch-avenue, .C., or 28, C 
8.W. 





Telephone: 602 Holbora, 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouxpep m Tas Retox or Wit1t1am & Many, 1689, 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVBB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VBLVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners, 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS, ~ 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, © 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900,” 


BY 








AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
oe shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use, ~ 
Saare CERTIFICATES me me po &c., ved 
printed. Orica. Seaus pom - 


Solicitors’ proscantig Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & co, 


Stationers, Printers, Engray. Registration Agents, &c, ~ 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON,’ E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants santa’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 
Treatment a: INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 


F 
ith Pe HOGG, M.B.C.8., &c., 


Telephone: P.O. 16, Rioxmansworta, 


RACTICALLY a LEASEHOLD 
GROUND-RENT. — Magnificent CORNER SBOP, 
let on full repairing leave for 99 years to 
igen & Co., Lid, the well-known Caterers ( ‘ 
have spent very large sums in permanent imp.ovee 
ments), at £525 per annum. Ground-rent nos 3 
Will be SOLD to pay 54 per cent, clear.—Apply 
C. Rawcey Craoss & Co., Surveyors, 76a, Chancerfe. 
lane W.C, and Branches. 4 


{REE HOLD GROUND-RENTS.— Wan 
Parcels up to £200 per annum or over for Tru 
ae rack-rentals £50 or over; aso Funds fur 
class Mor: wages from £250 to £10,000,—Owners 
Soli.itors will ovlige by sending particulars to M 
Feancis Dov & Co., Surveyors, 11, Gr_cers’ Hall-co 


Poultry, K.C, 
£80 for £325.— For Sale, Absol 
Reversion (on the death of a lunatic 

40) to National Provincial Bank Shares; splendid 

—— for business men. Five per Cent. Securit, 
500, — Magnificently-built and a 

= at yo oe Further particulars 

ASH ri Co., 41, Finsbury-pavement, E.C, 


ENTLEMAN REQUIRES £450,000 at 4 
per Cent. for term of years upon Five F 
well-established Residential Hotels, cost three times 
sum ; oo security despite ¢ Goverament proposals; 
fees until b = Olle, 30, Uhaneer 
Sy and “Weekly Reporter” Office, hanc 


ANTED, at once, from £250 to £275 
House value £300, owing to money being cal 
in,—Write K, ¢58, at Sheiley’s, Gracechurch-street, i, 























